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Dear Alumni and Friends,
This winter, we took some photographs inside the Law School, both to preserve this unique moment in our history and to 
offer you additional glimpses of activity inside our building. You can see these images on the cover and throughout the issue, 
particularly in Class Notes. The photographs capture our twin desires to connect and to protect—an essential pairing as we 
safely navigate the pandemic. Our hallways are quieter than they once were, but happily, the intellectual energy that powers 
our community has never been stronger. 
During the past year, our faculty have produced cutting-edge scholarship and shared their expertise 
publicly on a wide range of issues, from elections and the transfer of power to financial markets 
and vaccine rollouts. Pandemic or not, the scholarly productivity of our faculty and the influence of 
their ideas bring them a variety of prizes and awards. Indeed, our faculty colleagues are honored so 
often that it is risky to mention particular accolades, lest other recognitions be left out. Still, some 
recognitions are so important that it is worth bearing the risk. Professor Martha C. Nussbaum was 
awarded the 2021 Holberg Prize, one of the largest international awards given to an outstanding 
researcher in the arts and humanities, the social sciences, law, or theology. Professor Douglas 
Baird became the first academic to be named the chair of the National Bankruptcy Conference, a 
nonpartisan organization of lawyers, law professors, and bankruptcy judges that advises Congress 
on issues related to bankruptcy law. Importantly, the University also recognizes the achievements 
of our faculty, and four of our faculty colleagues—Tony Casey, Herschella Conyers, Dhammika Dharmapala, and Sonja B. 
Starr—received named professorships, and thanks to the generosity and vision of two alumni, two of these “chairs” were 
newly established.
Our students remain engaged, too, pursuing their work with enthusiasm and energy, in both socially distant classrooms 
and on Zoom screens. This year, many of our most cherished traditions proceeded, albeit via Zoom: the Hinton Moot Court 
competition, the Coase Lecture, the Midway Celebration, Chicago’s Best Idea lectures (I even offered one, on “superstars 
and the law”), the Law School Musical, and more. Our students participated in these events in numbers as large as ever, and 
at times, the new technology allowed our alumni to join them.
During the past year, world events provided much that needed expert analysis and active discussion. Our panels and lectures 
reflected this wide range of topics. In the fall, our community gathered for lectures on issues related to voting, elections, 
and government service—including a virtual visit by former Attorney General John Ashcroft, ’67. When shares of GameStop 
stock skyrocketed, three of our esteemed faculty members—Professors Tony Casey, Todd Henderson, and Josh Macey—
held a lively and well-attended virtual Q&A, sponsored by our new Center on Law and Finance, to explain the situation and 
discuss the future of securities regulation. Our student journals planned successful symposia as well, and you can read more 
about those and other colloquia in this issue.
As the vaccine rollout continues, we eagerly anticipate steps toward a return to “normal,” both at the University and across 
the country. This should make us optimistic for the future. Throughout this challenging time, the Law School community has 
remained vibrant, adaptable, and engaged, and for this, we should be deeply proud. 
Warmly,
Thomas J. Miles
Dean and Clifton R. Musser Professor of Law and Economics
M e s s a g e  f r o m  t h e  D e a n
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POWER IN NUMBERS
HOW THE FEDERAL CRIMINAL JUSTICE  CLINIC’S FAKE  
STASH HOUSE CASES CHANGED A CONTROVERSIAL CHARGING 
PRACTICE, LOWERED A DISCOVERY STANDARD, AND SAVED 
CLIENTS HUNDREDS OF YEARS IN PRISON
By Becky Beaupre Gillespie
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W
alking into the ceremonial courtroom on the 25th 
floor of the Everett M. Dirksen US Courthouse on 
December 14, 2017, Linnet Davis-Stermitz, ’18, 
knew that the scene before her was exceptional, 
although it would take several years and two federal 
clerkships to understand just how exceptional. 
Nothing she’d experience after graduation would 
resemble this two-day evidentiary hearing in downtown 
Chicago. Nothing in her professors’ decades of combined 
experience has ever compared, either. 
First, there were nine federal trial judges at the front of 
the sprawling, wood-paneled courtroom named for James 
B. Parsons, ’49, and used for en banc sittings of the US 
Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit and other large 
or high-profile proceedings. Second, the judges were, at 
once, hearing evidence in 12 separate cases involving 43 
defendants—a pivotal moment in the Federal Criminal 
Justice Clinic’s groundbreaking “fake stash house” 
litigation, a nearly five-year project spearheaded by Clinical 
Professor Alison Siegler, the clinic’s founder and director. 
Third, the room was packed with journalists, family 
members of the defendants, two expert witnesses, and 
dozens of lawyers and law clerks—some of them linked to 
the case and some just there out of curiosity. Siegler and 
Davis-Stermitz were at a defense table with the clinic’s 
two other professors, Judith Miller and Erica Zunkel, 
and several other students. And then, sitting in the area 
typically reserved for jurors, were dozens of men accused 
of agreeing to rob nonexistent drug stash houses, crimes 
typically carrying mandatory minimum penalties of 15 
to 25 years in prison. They were victims, Siegler and her 
team would argue, of federal Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, 
Firearms and Explosives (ATF) sting operations that 
disproportionately targeted people of color. 
“We were alleging discrimination based on race,” Zunkel 
would later recall, “and I remember looking over at the 
jury box, at our clients who were all Black or Brown, and 
one of the judges saying, ‘Well, there’s Exhibit A right 
there,’ or something to that effect. It was a powerful 
image. The entire hearing was quite an experience—one of 
the most unique experiences of my career.” 
Davis-Stermitz hadn’t interacted much with clients at 
this point in her education—although she would come to 
know one of the defendants, Leslie Mayfield, during his 
sentencing the following year—and seeing the men in the 
jury box that day felt “humbling and inspiring.”
“I just felt the weight of the project before us,” said 
Davis-Stermitz, who after graduation clerked on the US 
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argument … and to watch as all nine judges jumped in 
with question after question.”
The complex litigation project—which ultimately 
changed enforcement practices, set court precedent, 
and saved clients hundreds of years in prison—had 
defied expectations from the start. It deviated from the 
typical one-client, one-case model and instead took aim 
at systemic racism, combining a dozen separate cases 
and using statistical analysis to illustrate a pattern of 
discrimination. The hurdles were high: a never-before-
met legal standard, difficult-to-obtain data, and a bid to 
convince the court to fund an empiricist who would serve 
as an expert witness on all 12 cases.
The years of painstaking work—hundreds of pages 
of briefs, thousands of hours spent combing through 
records—were punctuated by breathtaking turns and 
hard-fought achievements. There was Siegler’s oral 
argument before the en banc Seventh Circuit in 2015—
and a subsequent ruling that made it easier to obtain 
discovery in support of racially selective law enforcement 
claims not only in the Seventh Circuit but, later, in the 
Third and Ninth Circuits as well. There were months 
District Court for the Southern District of New York 
and the US Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit and 
is now a litigation fellow for Gupta Wessler. “All of it 
was extraordinary—to see the bench laid out for all the 
judges like it was the Supreme Court or an en banc oral 
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Erica Zunkel, Alison Siegler, and Judith Miller at a clinic event  
in 2018
Early 2014: Siegler gets a 
call from a former colleague 
who asks if her clinic is 
interested in helping litigate 
an appeal in US v. Davis, one 
of several cases involving 
defendants charged with 
agreeing to rob fake stash 
houses—stings, he says, 
that disproportionately 
targeted Black and Hispanic 
people. She says yes.
March 2014: Siegler and Miller 
brief the US v. Davis appeal, 
which involves the standard for 
obtaining discovery in a selective 
law enforcement case.
September 2014: FCJC wins the Seventh 
Circuit appeal in US v. Davis but the 
government appeals to the en banc 
Seventh Circuit. Later that fall, Siegler and 
Miller convince defense attorneys on 11 
other fake stash house cases to let them 
coordinate across all 12 cases. They will use 
statistical analysis to show racially selective 
enforcement, comparing the demographics 
of 94 Chicago-area defendants charged in 
fake stash house cases with a “similarly 
situated comparison group.”
March 2015: FCJC requests data from 
the Illinois State Police about individuals 
in the comparison group—292,442 
people from the Chicago area who also 
met the ATF’s targeting criteria.
June 3, 2015: Siegler delivers 
an oral argument before the 
en banc Seventh Circuit in US 
v. Davis. In July, the Seventh 
Circuit issues its ruling and 
becomes the first federal 
appellate court to lower the 
standard for obtaining discovery 
in support of a claim of racial 
discrimination by the police. 
December 2015: After 
nine months of litigation, 
the Illinois State Police 
turns over data on the 
comparison group.
KEY MOMENTS IN THE FAKE STASH HOUSE LITIGATION
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of civil litigation to access Illinois State Police records, 
intense meetings with prosecutors, and in 2018—not long 
after the landmark evidentiary hearing—a judicial rebuke 
of the sting practice and a series of plea deals, sentencing 
hearings, and prison releases. 
A pivotal early moment was a meeting Siegler and Miller 
called to convince other defense attorneys to let the clinic 
coordinate litigation across all of their stash house cases using 
a strategy so novel that Siegler coined a phrase to describe 
it. She called it a “criminal class action,” even though “class 
action” isn’t technically used outside civil litigation. It was a 
bold moment: Siegler and Miller, flanked by several students, 
standing at the front of a conference room in the federal 
defender’s office saying, “We want to do this thing nobody 
has done before, and we think we can win,” and the attorneys 
looking back at them, incredulous, saying, “But nobody ever 
wins race discrimination motions.”
Siegler laughed as she described it several years later. 
Gutsy asks were, in many ways, the project’s cornerstone, 
and this had been among the first.
“They looked at us like, ‘What are you talking about?’ There 
was a lot of doubt that we could do much of anything,” she 
said. “But their clients were looking at a lot of time. Eventually 
they all said, ‘OK, we’ll try your Hail Mary.’”
Years later—after that Hail Mary won dozens of men 
their freedom and accolades had begun rolling in—several 
things would become clear. 
There’s power in numbers, in both the human sense and 
the statistical. 
Criminal defense work, particularly within a law school 
clinic, can be a masterful driver of systemic change. 
And what seems impossible sometimes … isn’t.
“We linked 12 different cases that all had the same claim, 
and it was much harder for the judges to dismiss us and say, 
‘This is nonsense,’” said Miller, who joined the Law School 
in early 2014 just as the project was getting underway 
and became a key part of the team, ultimately supervising 
students and playing a lead role in aspects of the litigation. 
“The project worked because we hung together.”
Thinking back, Miller says she understood going in that 
there were steep climbs ahead and that overcoming them 
would be “a tremendously big deal.”
What she didn’t foresee was just how far the litigation 
would sprawl.
5s p r i n g  2 0 2 1  n  t h e  u n i v e r s i t y  o f  c h i c a g o  l a w  s c h o o l
Spring 2016: After an 
extended battle over 
whether ATF documents 
can be used across all 12 
cases, FCJC convinces 
the government to grant 
them access.
September 2016: The FCJC 
files the first of their 12 
motions to dismiss along 
with their expert’s report. 
His analysis rules out race-
neutral explanations for the 
ATF’s targeting choices.
December 14 and 15, 2017: In a 
landmark joint evidentiary hearing 
at the Dirksen US Courthouse 
in Chicago, nine federal district 
judges hear testimony from 
dueling policing experts in all 12 
fake stash house cases.
February 2018: Prosecutors 
offer plea deals to the 43 men 
charged in the fake stash house 
robberies. All 43 take the deals, 
and most are sentenced to 
time served later that year.
March 2018: In his 73-page ruling 
in US v. Brown, Chief Judge Rubén 
Castillo of the US District Court for the 
Northern District of Illinois writes that 
the stash house cases “have served to 
undermine legitimate law enforcement 
efforts in this country.” He stops short, 
however, of dismissing the charges.
Early 2021: Zunkel and a team 
of FCJC students file motions for 
compassionate release on behalf of 
two clients who had been sentenced to 
lengthy prison terms before the stash 
house litigation began. They also file an 
appeal in another pre-litigation case.
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***
To understand why the clinic started down a path 
riddled with so many hard-to-clear hurdles, it’s important 
to know two things about Alison Siegler.  
First, the longtime federal defender launched the Law 
School’s Federal Criminal Justice Clinic in 2008 with the 
idea that she wanted to change the way the criminal legal 
system treats people charged with crimes.
“And to do that I needed to go beyond individual 
representation and identify systemic crises and places 
where our client base is being harmed,” she said. “I often 
think, ‘How can I approach a particular problem in a 
way that doesn’t just fix the problem for one person but 
fixes it across the board?’ I’ll see a problem, think about a 
particular end result I want, and then try to conceptualize 
a way to get there.”
Of course, she added, “that’s when it becomes really 
terrifying because you have no idea if it’s ever going to 
work—you just have no idea.”
And this is the second thing to know: Siegler, Miller, 
and Zunkel have cultivated an ability to push through 
uncertainty, frustration, and fear of failure. That’s the 
secret—not seeing obstacles as endpoints.
Which is important because there were several 
developments that might have ended this project.
One occurred in 2015 after the Seventh Circuit’s en banc 
ruling in US v. Paul Davis, Jr., et al, the clinic’s first stash 
house case and the one that had inspired the project. The 
ruling set important precedent that would help future 
defendants but didn’t ensure discovery across all 12 cases 
as Siegler had hoped. For that, the defense team would 
need to return to district court and litigate individually in 
several of the cases.
“We didn’t have the time or the brainpower to go back 
to ground zero,” she said. “I was swimming laps early one 
morning, and I just kept thinking, ‘How are we going 
to get past this?’ and it just brought me to tears. I started 
crying right there in the pool.”
These were the kinds of pitfalls Siegler couldn’t have 
pictured a year and half earlier, when her friend and 
former colleague Matt Madden called to ask if the clinic 
wanted to help with the Davis appeal. He told her about 
the sting practice at the center of the case: ATF informants 
would approach an unsuspecting target with a story about 
a drug-filled stash house and then convince the target to 
help plan an armed robbery. Bring friends, bring guns, the 
informants would say. It’ll be easy money. The stash house, 
of course, would turn out to be fake—but the drug, gun, 
and robbery charges that resulted were both real and, given 
the large hauls promised by informants, significant. What’s 
more, Madden told Siegler, the case involving Paul Davis 
wasn’t a one-off—there were other fake stash house cases 
wending their way through federal district court in the 
Northern District of Illinois. Many of the defendants, he 
said, were people of color. 
Siegler, intrigued, said she’d take the appeal in Davis, and 
she convinced her new hire, Miller, to start her job several 
weeks early to join the team. Miller, like Siegler and 
Zunkel, had worked as a federal public defender, and the 
broader issues around disparity and discrimination were 
ones she wanted to address. Changing her plans to get in 
on the ground floor was a no-brainer.
Later that year, after Siegler and Miller had finished 
briefing the appeal, they discussed how to get at the 
broader pattern. What if they joined forces with the 
other defense attorneys to prove a pattern of selective 
enforcement? 
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Stash house client, William Alexander (second from right), 
with (from left) Erica Zunkel; Claire Rogerson, ‘20; and David 
Silberthau, ‘21, outside the Dirksen US Courthouse in Chicago. 
As a result of the litigation, Alexander was sentenced to time 
served—saving him at least 16 years in prison.
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In Armstrong, defendants facing federal crack cocaine 
distribution charges had requested discovery to support 
a selective prosecution claim, and they had done so by 
presenting evidence that 100 percent of the people charged 
with federal crack offenses in Los Angeles were Black. The 
Supreme Court ultimately rejected the claim because those 
defendants failed to show that “similarly situated” people of 
other races had committed the same crimes without being 
charged. Of course, it is exceedingly difficult to determine 
the universe of individuals committing a certain type of 
crime without discovery, Siegler explained. For example, 
any information about people arrested but not prosecuted 
for crack crimes would be in the hands of prosecutors.
What’s more, in the years after Armstrong, courts had 
extended the standard to cover not just prosecutors but 
law enforcement—and meeting that standard for policing 
decisions is even more difficult, Siegler said. “First, it 
is impossible for a person of color to point to similarly 
There were serious impediments, most notably the US 
Supreme Court’s 1996 ruling in US v. Armstrong. The 
Armstrong case made it so difficult to obtain discovery in 
support of a selective prosecution claim that, in nearly two 
decades, there had not been a single successful selective 
prosecution or selective law enforcement claim on the 
merits—and in only a handful of cases have defendants even 
been able to meet the Armstrong standard and gain discovery. 
That’s because the standard had created a catch-22, Siegler 
said, by requiring defendants to present “some evidence” 
to show both discriminatory effect and discriminatory 
intent. Demonstrating that people of a different race were 
committing the same offense but weren’t being charged 
(discriminatory effect) was extraordinarily difficult—and, 
without discovery, obtaining “some evidence” of prosecutors’ 
or police’s discriminatory intent was impossible.
“You had to show proof of discrimination to get 
evidence of discrimination,” Siegler said.
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Stash house client David Cousins (center, in hat) outside the Dirksen US Courthouse with family members and his FCJC team—Taylor 
Grode, ’18; James DuBray, ’14 (both far left); Alison Siegler (right of Cousins); and Jeremy Chen ’18 (in tie next to Siegler). As a result of 
the clinic’s litigation, Cousins was sentenced to time served—saving him 17.5 years in prison.
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The clinic learned through the defense bar that 94 
people had been charged in fake stash house cases in an 
eight-county area near Chicago between 2006 and 2013. 
More than 90 percent of them were people of color. 
Of those, 43 had pending cases and became part of the 
litigation. (There was another client at one point, but 
Miller said the judge forced a guilty plea by refusing to 
give him time to pursue the litigation, something she 
found “heartbreaking.” Other stash house defendants had 
already been convicted, and in 2019 Zunkel would launch 
a project to seek compassionate release for several, filing 
the first motions in early 2021.)
Once the clinic had convinced the other defense lawyers to 
join forces, the team hired Jeffrey Fagan, a Columbia Law 
professor whose work examining New York’s stop-and-frisk 
program helped make him a sought-after expert on policing. 
Since the clients were indigent, Chief Judge Rubén Castillo 
of the US District Court for the Northern District of Illinois 
agreed to appoint Fagan as the joint expert. 
Soon, Siegler, Miller, and several of the clinic’s students 
were engaged in a tangle of efforts, including nine months 
of litigation in 2015 to subpoena data from the Illinois 
situated white individuals who were not arrested because 
there is no record of such people,” Siegler wrote in a 
2021 law review article. “Second, without discovery, a 
defendant cannot know what led the police to target him, 
so he cannot know who is ‘similarly situated’ to him.”
So she and Miller decided to find another way. They 
would distinguish the stash house cases from Armstrong 
by focusing on selective law enforcement (the ATF’s 
decisions to target certain individuals) rather than selective 
prosecution—and, ultimately, use statistics to meet the 
standard and show that the ATF had disproportionately 
targeted people of color. To do this, they would need 
to analyze two sets of data—a defendant group and a 
“similarly situated comparison group.” The strategy was 
ambitious: the team would need to identify other fake 
stash house defendants in the Chicago area; convince 
those defense lawyers to join the case; hire an expert 
witness to perform the analysis; find a way to pay the 
expert witness; obtain information on the ATF’s targeting 
criteria; identify a comparison group that met those 
criteria; collect arrest, conviction, and demographic data 
on the people in both groups—the list went on and on.
Stash house client Leslie Mayfield (center, in glasses) with (from left) Judith Miller; Alison Siegler; Erica Zunkel; David Silberthau, ’21; and 
Alex Aparicio, ’21. As a result of the litigation, Mayfield was sentenced to time served—saving him nearly 17 years in prison. After his 
release, he delivered a talk at the Law School about his experience. 
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needed to move forward with all 12 motions to dismiss, 
including ATF manuals containing written policies on the 
selection and recruitment of individuals for the agency’s 
stash house program and other internal agency documents 
that would enable the team to identify the kind of “similarly 
situated” comparison group Armstrong appeared to require. 
These materials were essential to the expert report on 
which those motions would hinge, but the clinic team had 
only been granted discovery in some of the cases. Since 
the expert’s report would necessarily rely on and cite the 
internal ATF documents, the defense could only rely on 
that report in the subset of cases 
in which they had been granted 
discovery.
“We had this really strong 
opinion from the Seventh 
Circuit basically saying district 
court judges can grant a certain 
measure of discovery for claims 
of racially selective enforcement 
… and I’d thought, ‘Great, 
this means the government 
will let us use this discovery, 
which we already had in one 
district court case, across all the 
cases,’” Siegler said. “But then 
the prosecutors said we’d need 
to go back to district court 
… I hadn’t envisioned this 
roadblock that might derail the 
whole litigation.”
In the end, Siegler and her 
team refused to let it. First the 
clinic filed a motion asking 
Chief Judge Castillo to broaden 
the protective order governing the discovery in his case to 
enable the defendants in all 12 of the Chicago stash house 
cases to rely on the expert report. But Castillo denied that 
motion. To Siegler, this felt like a crushing and potentially 
litigation-ending defeat. There were a few tears in the pool, 
some heavy conversations among Miller, Zunkel, and their 
students—and then some determined problem-solving.
Finally, the team decided: if they couldn’t win by 
litigating, they’d negotiate. Siegler set up a series of 
meetings with the chief of the criminal division for 
the US Attorney’s Office, and she, Miller, and several 
students headed downtown with a message: withholding 
documents the defense has already seen—and that other 
State Police about defendants in the “similarly situated” 
comparison group—292,442 people from the same 
eight-county area who met the ATF’s targeting criteria, 
in that they had sustained prior drug, gun, and robbery 
convictions between 2000 and 2015.
The clinic team was also litigating several of the 
individual cases and coordinating strategy with all of the 
other individual attorneys. 
“We were constantly filing motions and litigating 
many different sub-issues that came up along the way,” 
Siegler said. “At times other lawyers would push back 
and question our approach 
to something. And we would 
need to break it down with 
them and talk it out and get 
everybody on the same page 
before we could move forward. 
It was complicated—we had 
a lot of different people to 
answer to.” 
Meanwhile, the appeal in 
Davis, the clinic’s original case, 
continued. In late 2014, a 
three-judge panel on the Seventh Circuit upheld a lower 
court decision granting discovery—but the government 
sought an en banc hearing, which was granted and 
scheduled for July 2015. 
That spring, Miller worked with several students 
to prepare Siegler for the en banc oral argument, an 
“enormous” investment of time that paid off when Siegler 
stood up before the 10 judges to, among other things, lay 
out the distinction between a selective enforcement claim 
and a selective prosecution claim. 
“We teach our students that it’s all about preparation, 
preparation, preparation—and that’s what we did,” Miller 
said. “It was one of the best appellate arguments I’ve ever 
heard. Alison was amazing.”
The Seventh Circuit’s opinion was a victory in the sense 
that it relaxed the legal standard for defendants seeking 
discovery from law enforcement agencies. The opinion 
paved the way for future selective enforcement claims in 
the Seventh Circuit and laid the groundwork for the Third 
Circuit’s 2017 ruling in US v. Washington and the Ninth 
Circuit’s 2018 ruling in US v. Sellers, each of which lowered 
the standard further by eliminating the “similarly situated” 
requirement and, in Sellers, the discriminatory-intent 
requirement. What the Davis ruling didn’t do, however, 
was directly provide the clinic team the documents they 
Roisin Duffy-Gideon, ’18
Linnet Davis-Stermitz, ’18 Adam Davidson, ’17
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That September, the clinic and its partners filed the first 
of 12 motions to dismiss, each alleging that the ATF had 
unconstitutionally discriminated on the basis of race in 
violation of Equal Protection principles. At the center of 
each motion were data showing the disparity between the 
defendant group and the comparison group, Fagan’s expert 
report ruling out race-neutral explanations in the ATF’s 
targeting choices, and evidence showing that the ATF had 
departed from its own criteria when targeting people of 
color—all elements, the team argued, that demonstrated 
both discriminatory effect and discriminatory intent.
That academic year was a swirl of activity. Adam 
Davidson, ’17, who joined the clinic that fall, spent time 
on a successful request for additional expert-witness 
funding as well as a variety of research projects, including 
ones that required him to dig into Fagan’s report.
“Jeff Fagan was good at helping to translate the statistical 
analyses into what was happening in the real world,” said 
Davidson, who now teaches legal research and writing as a 
Bigelow Fellow at the Law School. “And when you start to do 
that you can—and this is thinking like a lawyer—step back 
and say, OK, here’s a logical inconsistency in your analysis, 
or here’s where there’s a hole that we have to plug either with 
legal analysis or more statistical analysis, or here are just facts 
that we don’t know or that we don’t have. So it was about 
getting to that point and stepping back from the in-the-weeds 
of how the regressions work to here’s the logic underlying 
why these [law enforcement] aggressions are happening.”
Davidson spent a lot of time making connections among 
all the cases, but he also worked to see each client as a 
separate person.
“The thing that we always tried to keep our eye on was 
that each person has his own story—each case had the 
same core, but slight differences,” Davidson said. “What 
we found was that by keeping our eye on that sort of 
defendants with nearly identical cases are allowed to use—
will not play well with the public. 
“I said, ‘If you think you have a good argument, fight 
me on the merits. Don’t fight me on a technicality,’” 
Siegler said. “It was intense. I don’t know which of our 
arguments really got through, but I felt the strongest was 
about optics: this will look ugly.”
The US Attorney’s Office ultimately agreed to let the 
team use the ATF manuals across the board, which would 
enable them to rely on Fagan’s report in every case.
***
Roisin Duffy-Gideon, ’18, spent the summer of 2016 
immersed in those ATF manuals. She’d just finished her first 
year at the Law School and had taken a summer job with the 
clinic, which was in its third year of the stash house litigation.
The clinic team had made a lot of progress. In addition 
to securing the manuals, they had successfully forced the 
Illinois State Police to turn over data about the “similarly 
situated” group of 292,442 individuals who had been 
convicted of offenses the ATF claimed to be targeting.
The team now had information on the defendant group, 
which was 78.7 percent Black, and the comparison group, 
which was 55.4 percent Black, and they were preparing 
to file Fagan’s report in September. The results were 
compelling: When Fagan performed regression analyses 
to control for race-neutral variables such as geography and 
criminal history, he found an approximately zero percent 
likelihood that the racial disparity was due to chance.
That summer, Duffy-Gideon worked closely with Miller 
to answer another set of questions: how often had the ATF 
veered from its internal criteria when targeting people of 
color, and how often had it veered when targeting White 
people? Meticulously, she and Miller compared the manuals 
to investigation records, ultimately concluding that the ATF 
failed to follow its own criteria when recruiting Black people 
but followed it closely when recruiting White people. 
It was painstaking work, but Duffy-Gideon remained 
focused, and Siegler helped with that—she was 
determined to keep everyone’s eyes on the prize.
“One of Alison’s core strengths as a professor and a 
leader is her ability to constantly bring home the bigger 
importance of every little thing that you’re working on,” 
said Duffy-Gideon, who would go on to clerkships on both 
the Northern District of Illinois and the First Circuit and 
now practices at Miner, Barnhill & Galland in Chicago. “In 
the course of any litigation there’s work that feels dull … 
but Alison was able to make very clear at each stage how the 
work we were doing would affect our clients.”
Alison Siegler
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when her last exam ended, she raced back to the clinic to 
pick up where she’d left off.
“The students were working 12, 13, 14 hours a day,” 
said Zunkel. “Their dedication was just phenomenal.”
Some students even changed plane tickets so they could 
stay in Chicago until after the hearing, and when the big 
day arrived, they were “center stage with us in the middle of 
the ceremonial courtroom,” Miller said, swelling with pride 
as she described her students gathered at counsel table. 
The students and their professors arrived ready, having 
spent hours and hours studying not only two reports by 
Fagan but also a response report by the prosecution’s 
witness, Max Schanzenbach, a Northwestern Law professor. 
The prosecution denied that the stash house defendants 
had been racially profiled—saying instead they’d been 
chosen because of previous crimes—and they took issue 
with elements of Fagan’s report. To respond, Siegler, 
Miller, Zunkel, and their students all needed to understand 
the methods behind each report—and the documents 
“were long and dense and hard,” said Siegler, who direct-
examined Fagan. “This was the most complicated direct or 
cross examination preparation I’ve ever done in my life.” 
The hearing itself was energetic, with judges jumping 
in so often to ask questions that it sometimes was hard to 
keep track of the visuals.
“I had my direct examination of Fagan carefully 
organized into chapters with slides from the reports 
accompanying every question, but I began questioning 
Fagan and it was crazy—one of the judges just stepped 
in and started asking him questions herself, and then one 
of the other judges started direct examining him,” Siegler 
said. “We were jumping around from slide to slide, totally 
off track from where we’d been prepared to go.”
Duffy-Gideon’s job was to help prepare Miller’s cross 
examination of Schanzenbach—a process that required her 
individuality, it illuminated the similarities.”
Those similarities, of course, went to the heart of the 
litigation—and when the time came to present evidence to 
support the motions to dismiss, Siegler, Miller, and their 
team made yet another gutsy ask.
They wanted one evidentiary hearing for all 12 cases—
not only to save time but to link the cases in each of the 
nine judges’ minds.
“The way I argued this idea was pure UChicago—it 
was all about efficiency,” Siegler said. “I said, ‘Let’s make 
it simple.’ It was a crazy idea, but we needed this to be 
different from what had ever been done before—we 
needed to get the judges’ attention. We needed every 
judge to know about every case.”
Together, the fake stash house cases told a story—and, 
according to Fagan’s analysis, so did the data.
The numbers, Siegler believed, were on their side, and 
when the judges agreed to proceeding with a joint hearing 
for all 12 cases, it felt like another step closer to change.
***
The joint evidentiary hearing took place shortly after 
the students finished their fall quarter finals and about six 
weeks after Miller, who had recently given birth to her 
first child, returned from maternity leave.
“There was no easing into it,” Miller said. “It was sort of 
trial by fire as a mother and a trial attorney. I remember 
that … over lunch breaks, in the middle of this incredibly 
intense experience, I would be in [a private room] 
pumping, with my phone on speaker so I could participate 
in the meetings the team was having.”
The students were equally focused as the hearing 
approached: Duffy-Gideon recalls pausing her clinic work 
briefly for finals and being envious of classmates who 
finished their exams earlier in the week. She had a serious 
case of, as she puts it, “FOMO” (fear of missing out), and 
Judith Miller Erica Zunkel
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not only to grasp the report, but also to learn to draft a cross 
examination. Davis-Stermitz was part of the team working 
with Zunkel to prepare Fagan for cross examination—
reading through the reports and identifying vulnerabilities. 
She was also in charge of operating the visual 
presentation software during Miller’s cross examination of 
Schanzenbach, which required Davis-Stermitz to not only 
learn the software but to know Miller’s cross examination 
thoroughly.
“Judith needed different documents to appear on the 
screen throughout 
her cross, and so 
I basically needed 
to train myself 
to become an 
additional limb,” 
Davis-Stermitz said. 
“I had to be able to 
anticipate where she 
was going and be 
ready to tweak.”
The preparation 
paid off all 
around—Davis-
Stermitz deftly followed Miller’s lead, and Miller delivered 
a cross examination that Siegler later called “masterful.”  
“It truly was one of the best cross examinations I have 
seen,” Siegler said.
When it was all over, Davis-Stermitz wasn’t sure what to 
expect, but she walked out “thinking we’d brought a really 
good fight.”
About two months later, in February, before any of 
the judges had ruled in the individual cases, prosecutors 
announced that they would drop all of the charges with 
mandatory minimums if the clinic’s clients would plead 
guilty and walk away from their racial discrimination claims. 
Chief Judge Castillo said he still planned to rule on the issue 
of racial bias in the two cases over which he was presiding.
In March, Castillo issued a 73-page ruling that called 
for the end of fake stash house cases, saying that they 
“have served to undermine legitimate law enforcement 
efforts in this country” and should be “relegated to the 
dark corridors of our past.” He stopped short, however, of 
dismissing the charges.
Ultimately, Siegler said, the ATF in Chicago stopped 
creating fake stash house stings and the US Attorney’s Office 
in Chicago entirely stopped bringing stash house cases.
In the months that followed, the defendants accepted 
the proffered plea deals and most were sentenced to 
time served and released having served fewer than three 
years behind bars. The difference was huge: stash house 
defendants who had been convicted before the litigation 
began were serving sentences of between 15 to 35 years.
For Davis-Stermitz, this phase was the crowning moment 
of the experience: she and a classmate, Jack Corfman, ’18, 
were assigned to client Leslie Mayfield’s sentencing under 
the supervision of Zunkel and James DuBray, ’14, a clinic 
alumnus who joined the team for seven months in 2018. In 
June 2018, about a week after their Law School graduation, 
Davis-Stermitz and Corfman stood up in court and helped 
convince US District Judge Edmond Chang to sentence 
Mayfield to time served—an experience that Davis-Stermitz 
calls “the most meaningful thing I’ve ever been a part of.” 
Within the week, Mayfield—a man who had mentored 
and tutored other incarcerated people during his time in 
jail—was free, although prosecutors had been asking for 
him to spend three more years behind bars. 
“I remember giving Leslie a really big hug after the judge 
announced the sentence,” Zunkel said. “And it was just 
incredibly joyous for me, as Jack and Linnet’s supervisor, to 
see their pride in what they had done. It was right around the 
time of their graduation, and they had worked so hard, and 
seeing the result was amazing. I was just so proud of them.” 
These were the kinds of outcomes that had kept 
Davidson—who graduated before the evidentiary hearing—
and others going during various points over the years.
“When I’d be slogging through things, and hitting my head 
against the wall, I’d think, ‘Yeah, it’s hard to be on Westlaw 
at 1 in the morning, but it’s not nearly as hard as not having 
your father at home or being locked in a cell,’” he said.
In the aftermath, Zunkel began advocating for post-
conviction relief for several stash house defendants who had 
been convicted before the litigation, using the 2018 First 
Step Act’s compassionate release provision, which enables 
federal judges to grant reduced sentences for “extraordinary 
and compelling reasons.” In early 2021, she and a team of 
students filed lengthy motions for compassionate release on 
behalf of two pre-litigation stash house defendants who were 
sentenced to 25 years—sentences that would likely be lower 
today because of sentencing reforms to federal drug laws. In 
another case, the team filed a Seventh Circuit appeal on behalf 
of another pre-litigation stash house defendant, arguing that 
his 25-year sentence was unlawful because he was innocent of 
the sentencing enhancement the judge imposed. When this 
issue of the Record went to press, Zunkel was preparing to file 
a compassionate release motion on his behalf. 
Client Leslie Mayfield with Alison Siegler
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submitted a statement arguing for comprehensive reforms 
in drug enforcement and policy, many connected to the 
racial disparities highlighted by the stash house litigation. 
Among their proposals: legislation to disincentivize federal 
law enforcement agencies and US Attorney’s Offices from 
running fake stash house operations and other reverse 
sting operations. 
“Our fight in the courts was a form of criminal impact 
litigation—a way of advocating to change one part of the 
federal criminal system,” Miller said. “Getting Congress’s 
attention and contributing to a comprehensive legislative 
reform could produce impacts far beyond what any one 
case can accomplish.” 
She added, “transforming a single case into sweeping 
litigation and now congressional testimony is one of the 
great privileges of working in the clinic with Alison, Erica, 
and the many generations of clinic students who fought 
alongside us.”
For Miller, the project was a chance to shine a light on 
the inequities that have driven her work for years.
“Many of us who work in the criminal system believe, and 
know, that there’s systemic racism permeating throughout, 
but … the courts have created doctrines that make it 
difficult to talk about race in any kind of clear, meaningful 
way,” Miller said. “It was extraordinarily powerful finally to 
be able to walk into court and say, ‘Our clients should not 
be prosecuted because the government discriminated on the 
basis of race.’ We showed what was possible, and we opened 
up an avenue for challenging these racially discriminatory 
practices. Especially right now, when there’s so much focus 
on race and the criminal legal system, I am really proud to 
have been a part of that.” 
Looking back, Siegler is proud not only of how the 
litigation changed enforcement practices, discovery standards, 
and their clients’ lives, but what it taught the many students 
who worked on the project over several years.
“I often tell students that the main quality that I bring to 
cases is tenacity and an unwillingness to give up and give 
in,” Siegler said. “They saw not only the start and the end 
of the fight, but what happens in the middle when the turf 
gets rocky and we’ve lost our footing. I would tell them 
that when it feels like you’ve hit an impasse you just have 
to figure out a better way and keep moving ahead.”
Siegler paused.
“We started this litigation having no idea if we’d get to 
where we needed to go,” she said. “But we just kept 
putting one foot in front of the other down the path. And 
here we are.” 
“These are people who were left behind because they 
had the bad luck to have been convicted early,” Zunkel 
said. “Had their cases been pending a little bit longer, they 
would have had the opportunity to join our litigation and 
get time-served sentences like our other clients. Instead, 
they’re serving long mandatory minimum sentences while 
others are free. That’s not justice.”
Siegler said that when COVID-19 hit, Zunkel not only 
sought relief for pre-litigation stash house defendants 
but became a national leader on compassionate release 
litigation, filing hundreds of pages of cutting-edge 
motions on a very tight timeline.
“It is a tremendous credit to Erica’s ingenuity, 
dedication, and leadership that every client she and her 
student team filed compassionate release motions for 
during that time was set free,” she said. “Erica is now 
wielding the same expertise to rectify the injustice done 
to those consigned to decades behind bars for a policing 
tactic—fake stash house stings—that has since been 
discredited and abandoned.”
During and after the litigation, the clinic earned several 
awards for their work, including the Seventh Circuit Bar 
Association’s 2016 Justice John Paul Stevens Award for 
Outstanding Public Service Work for Siegler and the 
2020 Clinical Legal Education Association Award for 
Excellence in a Public Interest Case or Project for the 
Federal Criminal Justice Clinic. Siegler also teamed up 
with then-student William Admussen, ’20, to write a 
Northwestern University Law Review article about the new 
legal standard, “Discovering Racial Discrimination by the 
Police.” In it, they argued that state courts, which hear the 
vast majority of criminal cases, and other federal courts 
should follow the Seventh, Third, and Ninth Circuits 
in creating lower discovery standards in selective law 
enforcement claims. It was the first article to describe what 
Siegler has called as an “important development in equal 
protection jurisprudence.”
In a hearing before a US House of Representatives 
subcommittee in March 2021, Siegler, Zunkel, and Miller 
The Federal Criminal Justice Clinic filed motions to 
dismiss in the fake stash house cases in September 
and October 2016. Those motions, and the expert 
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increasing opportunities to gather—a shift that may expand 
the reach and dynamics of academic colloquia even once 
in-person events return. By the end of this academic year, Law 
School faculty had organized numerous remote workshops, 
lecture series, and online conferences, including a “Colloquia 
on the Crisis in Policing,” a Q&A about the GameStop 
controversy, and a two-part virtual conference exploring the 
life and legacy of lawyer, activist, and business executive Earl 
B. Dickerson, the Law School’s first Black JD graduate. And 
buoyed by the success of these events and still facing COVID-
19 restrictions, the other two student-led journals held their 
2021 symposia online: the Chicago Journal of International Law 
in February and the University of Chicago Law Review in May.
“One thing we’ve learned is that there are upsides 
to doing things online only,” said Richard McAdams, 
the Bernard D. Meltzer Professor of Law, who helped 
organize both the Dickerson conference and the policing 
colloquia. “When we recruited speakers for the Dickerson 
conference, we were able to recruit people who would 
not otherwise be able to join. Virtual technology makes 
participating easier, and we reap benefits from that.”
When Claire Lee, ’21, the 2020-2021 editor-in-chief of the University of Chicago Legal Forum, began planning the student-led journal’s annual 
symposium last spring, COVID-19 was still relatively new 
and the University only recently had transitioned to remote 
learning. The conference, “Law for the Next Pandemic,” 
was scheduled for November 2020—and like other 
conference organizers whose events were still months off, 
Lee and her editorial board still expected to host a face-to-
face event featuring robust debates, a keynote address, and a 
dinner where students and participants could mingle.
There was little precedent for anything else. For 35 
years, the Legal Forum has produced its annual volume by 
inviting top scholars to the Law School to present papers 
on a timely legal topic chosen by that year’s editorial 
board. Before 2020, speakers rarely presented remotely; 
in-person engagement was a key part of testing ideas and 
shaping the final articles.
But as the pandemic progressed, caution became the 
rule, and by summer, the Legal Forum’s editorial board 
had decided that Zoom would be the safest way to gather.
“We knew if we waited and made the switch later in the 
game, it would be more difficult for everyone, especially 
our guests,” Lee said. “But it was still hard—that decision 
to go all online created new worries.”
To the surprise of many organizers, that second-choice 
format turned out to be far more than a mere consolation 
prize. There were trade-offs, of course, but the process 
that unfolded over the next seven months revealed new 
opportunities and unforeseen advantages. The organizers 
could reach a wider audience, recruit panelists who might 
otherwise have declined due to distance or time conflicts, 
and focus their efforts in new and often rewarding ways.
It was a discovery that played out across the Law School 
as professors, postgraduate fellows, and students not only 
continued to engage in scholarly work but found new and 
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“There are upsides to doing 
things online only. ... [F]or the 
Dickerson conference, we were 
able to recruit people who would 
not otherwise be able to join.” 
–Professor Richard McAdams
Claire Lee, the Legal Forum’s 2020-2021 editor-in-chief, acted as 
master of ceremonies during the virtual symposium, announcing 
speakers and moderators and facilitating a Q&A.
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Losing Sleep 
Three things kept Lee up at night in the summer and 
fall, even though planning was going well. 
“When we made the decision to switch to fully virtual, 
I was worried no one would come,” she said. “It’s very 
easy to recruit [attendees] when you’re at the Law School. 
You sit next to people in class every day and can talk to 
them to generate interest. You can hang posters. During 
lockdown, we didn’t have the same ways to recruit.”
Lee worried that Zoom fatigue would also keep 
people away. But when the actual day came, her fears 
eased. Instead of diminished numbers, there was record 
attendance—enough to have overwhelmed Classroom V, 
where the symposium is typically held. 
“In the past, in the first early morning session, we would 
usually fill half the room and would never have 85 or 90 
people,” she said. “But because we were on Zoom, things 
became more flexible and the opening session was packed.”
Lee also worried about managing technology. Overseeing 
video discussions for four separate panels, making sure 
moderators had what they needed, and keeping up with 
questions coming over Zoom’s chat feature felt like a big 
undertaking. Adding to the stress was the fact that several 
panelists were in different time zones (it was very early 
morning in Australia and late afternoon in Israel, near the 
start of Shabbat). 
“We were bringing together many moving pieces while 
relying on a technology to present for the first time,” Lee 
said. “I was nervous something would go wrong even 
though a large number of us are tech savvy and we’d had a 
lot of practice with Zoom because of our classes.”
Lee worried someone wouldn’t be able to hear or 
panelists wouldn’t be able to share their screens. 
“At least when people gather in person, there’s a sense 
that once they’re in the room, things are good to go,” she 
said. “When you’re operating solely online, you don’t 
know what might happen from panel to panel.” 
But with support from the Law School’s events team, 
For the Legal Forum students and their faculty 
symposium advisers, professors Daniel Hemel and Jennifer 
Nou, the decision to go remote offered a chance to shake 
things up—it didn’t make sense to follow the typical 
formula for an atypical event.
Instead of brainstorming the ideal list of contributors and 
then spending all summer extending invitations, they put 
out a call for papers, enabling them to reach a wider, more 
geographically diverse group of scholars. The organizers also 
revamped the traditional lunchtime keynote and engaged 
Chief Judge Rebecca Pallmeyer, ’79, of the US District 
Court for the Northern District of Illinois, in a more 
intimate question-and-answer session via Zoom.
And freed from the constraints of geography and the 
demands of planning guests’ travel and lodging, the world 
opened up. Attendees who weren’t in the building—or 
even in the country—were able to join, and the event 
was easily recorded and made available for asynchronous 
viewing. The students took on more active roles in 
reviewing proposals, moderating between the online 
panels, and shepherding questions behind the scenes. 
This isn’t to say that they didn’t worry about pulling off 
their first-ever remote symposium. 
They did, a lot.
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“We were bringing together many 
moving pieces ... I was nervous 
something would go wrong.”  
–Legal Forum  
Editor-in-Chief Claire Lee
Neema Hakim, 2020-2021 editor-in-chief of the Chicago Journal 
of International Law, said the virtual format enabled the journal’s 
symposium to feature scholars from all over the world.
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who had been developing and refining their remote event 
expertise since the spring, the event unfolded smoothly. 
“It turned out, we had very few tech issues,” Lee said. 
There was one—at the very beginning, everyone was assigned 
the same name on the screen—but it was resolved quickly.
“The glitch was good in a way because we got a technical 
bug solved early, and we learned the sky did not fall,” Lee said.
A third looming worry stemmed from the virus itself.
“We thought, ‘What if one of our people contracts COVID 
and can’t participate?’” said Megan Delurey, ’21, the Legal 
Forum’s 2020 symposium editor. “How are we going to make 
sure that they’re okay, fill our spots, and adjust?”
Previous editorial boards had faced stressors, Delurey 
noted, but probably never on this scale.
“Sure, there’s sometimes an emergency or someone can’t 
travel normally, but you know about that before the actual 
day,” Delurey said. “We were nervous up until the very end.”
Ultimately, the good outweighed the bad.
“Claire and I were able to take more active roles on the 
day of the conference, in part because we needed to manage 
the technology,” Delurey said. “And our executive articles 
editor, Dan Simon, [’21], spent a lot of time reviewing the 
proposals sent in by potential panelists. It turned out that 
the whole experience was really rewarding for all of us.”
Widening the Circle
As the Legal Forum was working through its own plans, 
the Law School’s faculty were also taking advantage of the 
remote format to organize colloquia that had been previously 
planned as in-person events as well as to add new ones. 
In addition to the spring “Colloquia on the Crisis in 
Policing,” the Law School sponsored a seven-week summer 
17s p r i n g  2 0 2 1  n  t h e  u n i v e r s i t y  o f  c h i c a g o  l a w  s c h o o l
discussion series on police reform featuring 14 members 
of the Law School’s faculty. Throughout the year, the 
number of remote offerings continued to increase; 
offerings included a series of lectures hosted by the Coase-
Sandor Institute for Law and Economics, virtual events 
related to the 2020 election, and the two-part Dickerson 
Conference, held in October 2020 and April 2021.
Nou, a scholar of administrative law, said she received 
invitations to ad hoc workshop series that would never have 
existed had it not been for Zoom. The online platform 
made participation easier than meeting in the same room.   
There were advantages for students as well.
“More students can get involved [in online events] 
because it’s easier to slot in a panel or two if they don’t 
have to come back into the Law School,” she said.
It’s also easier for colloquia organizers to pull together 
both experts and an audience, especially during the 
summer when fewer students and faculty are in the 
building. McAdams noticed this with the summer 
discussion series on policing. It was fairly easy, he said, to 
set up the lunchtime series in Zoom, tap into the expertise 
of the Law School’s faculty, and broadly share the link 
with alumni, students who were working summer jobs, 
and other members of the community. 
The format also offered an opportunity for another 
student journal, the Chicago Journal of International Law 
(CJIL), to expand its relatively young symposium. In the 
winter of 2018, CJIL launched its own annual conference 
to develop scholarship. For the first two years, CJIL 
staff members who were interested in academia and the 
mechanics of workshopping presented their own student 
papers and received feedback from Law School professors 
and other students. The annual event concluded with a 
lecture by an international law expert. 
Remote learning helped push forward a new iteration 
of this symposium. CJIL’s Editor-in-Chief Neema 
Hakim, ’21; Managing Editor Tyler Downing, ’21; and 
Executive Articles Editor Jared Mayer, ’21, worked with 
professors Tom Ginsburg and Adam Chilton to invite 
a slate of scholars from around the world to discuss the 
transformation of international law scholarship, a move 
they hope will enable the journal to expand its visibility as 
a leading forum on global legal issues.
The resulting symposium, held in February, featured a 
panel of scholars responding to an essay—written by Chilton, 
Ginsburg, and Professor Daniel Abebe, the Harold J. and 
Marion F. Green Professor of Law and the University’s vice 
provost—about the social science approach to international 
Professor Jennifer Nou said although there are benefits to virtual 
events, she misses seeing colleagues at in-person conferences.
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“Zoom’s flexibility really worked out to our benefit for 
a variety of reasons,” Downing said. “By inviting such a 
large group of thinkers to react to our own scholars, we 
have built a springboard of ideas that will help reshape 
what CJIL has to offer the world.”
The Enduring Value of Face-to-Face Engagement
Despite all of this progress and all of the advantages, it is 
unlikely that in-person events will disappear. 
There are, after all, disadvantages to virtual-only events, 
both McAdams and Nou said. For one, participants and 
students miss out on the interactions that tend to happen 
outside the formal structure of a conference or class—the 
scholarship ideas that are born during hallway conversations 
or the difficult questions a student or conference attendee 
might ask when alone in a room with a professor or colleague.
“You normally bring people together and have a meal as 
part of the conference,” McAdams said. “And you have 
time to chat when the conference presentations are not 
going on. Online, such opportunities are lost.”
Nou agreed. During the pandemic, she took part in 
two daylong plenary sessions for the Administrative 
Conference of the United States. 
“One of the great pleasures of that annual event is seeing 
everybody from my field,” she said. “Not being able to 
see colleagues has a huge cost. You don’t get to hear about 
other people’s projects and can’t just catch up.” 
Both believe there is value in getting to know the panelists. 
Informal discussions that happen around the edges of 
presentations should not be underestimated, McAdams said. 
When the pandemic is over, he thinks conference formats 
may vary from event to event, and decision-making is likely 
to evolve. Conference organizers will weigh the pros and 
law. Because the cost of presenting online was substantially less 
than hosting an in-person conference, the students were able 
to easily experiment and organize a more formal symposium. 
In the spring, the CJIL staff prepared the essays presented at 
the event for publication in the summer issue, Volume 22.1. 
“The 2021 symposium was a major step forward for CJIL. 
We not only adapted to the circumstances of COVID-19, 
but we also leveraged the resulting popularity of video-
conferencing platforms like Zoom to facilitate a truly global 
conversation,” Hakim said. “We hope the symposium 
contributes to the rise of some version of a Chicago School 
of International Law, one which emphasizes normative 
restraint, empiricism, and skepticism.” 
In May, the Law Review held its virtual symposium—“This 
Violent City? Rhetoric, Realities, and the Perils and Promise 
of Reform,”which examined the causes of urban violence—
and, like CJIL, organizers benefited from all the technological 
and logistical experience gathered earlier in the pandemic.
Students who plan virtual events now are able to use 
tested protocols developed by the Law School’s events 
team to manage setup, including deciding whether an 
online symposium should be a webinar or a meeting, 
obtaining permissions to record, training moderators to 
handle audience questions, and sorting through details 
such as what viewers will see onscreen during breaks. They 
can also decide whether to require registration, allow chat, 
and make an event public.
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“Zoom’s flexibility really worked 
out to our benefit ... By inviting 
such a large group of thinkers to 
react to our own scholars, we built 
a springboard of ideas that will 
help reshape what [our journal] 
has to offer the world.”
– CJIL Managing Editor  
Tyler Downing
Brenna Darling, Law Review’s 2020-2021 symposium and reviews 
editor, was part of a team confronting two unexpected demands: 
canceling her journal’s 2020 symposium and shifting it to an all-
virtual event to be held in May 2021.
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cons and prioritize the preferred format based on things 
like the event’s mission, budget, and panelists’ schedules. 
Some symposia might be entirely online, others might be in 
person, and some may feature both. 
For instance, the Dickerson Conference, originally 
planned as an in-person conference in April 2020, was 
divided into two separate events when organizers were 
forced to reschedule. Their hope was to hold part of it 
online and save part for the return of in-person events.
The first part took place via Zoom on October 30, 2020, 
and featured 10 academics, lawyers, and historians who 
contextualized Dickerson’s work. The organizers were 
hoping to hold the second part in person in fall 2021, 
but ultimately decided to hold it online this spring after 
it became clear that waiting until fall wouldn’t guarantee 
that they could hold an in-person event. The second part 
featured discussions involving activists, journalists, and 
those who knew Dickerson personally. 
“The Dickerson Conference was exactly the kind of 
symposium where we wanted to get people together in 
person because we were celebrating someone who had 
not been sufficiently celebrated,” he said. “We wanted to 
have spontaneous conversations where participants might 
discover that they’re interested in the same things.” 
Nou agrees that there are trade-offs to consider when 
deciding on the format for a conference or lecture. She says 
the way professors and students interact online is different 
than when they meet face to face. Students can refer to 
recordings after a lecture, which is helpful, and they might 
be able to drop into more talks without traveling to the Law 
School. She misses in-person interaction.
“Sometimes you have students who may confess to 
being confused by the material or who are nervous about 
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a future job opportunity related to the class,” she said. 
“Being in a room together, you have a little bit more of an 
atmosphere of confidentiality that can get lost in Zoom.” 
Nou notes that participation might be hindered during 
online events because everything is recorded. 
“There is a chance that students will worry that something 
they say could be slightly misperceived as controversial, and 
this might chill some of the usual give and take,” she said.
McAdams thinks some conferences might be spread out 
over several days so that more focused attention can be paid 
to a particular idea. Now that the classrooms are enabled 
for Zoom, panelists who are abroad could be invited more 
often to participate. Students could also hop online and 
attend conferences if they are sick or out of town. 
Lee thinks that it is likely the Legal Forum will go back 
to in-person symposia, at least part of the time, but that 
those format decisions will depend on that year’s subject 
matter, budgets, and goals. She thinks a hybrid model 
would work well because it allows for a greater diversity of 
ideas as more people are able to participate. 
She sees value in this year’s challenges—they forced her 
and the board to compensate and seek out new ways of 
doing things. 
“It turned out gathering a group of scholars and students 
online paid new kinds of dividends,” Lee said. “It made us 
rethink how to present and troubleshoot, but there was 
also some joy in doing the symposium online because 
there was no way we could have brought some of these 
people together if we had been in person.” 
Professor Richard McAdams, teaching in person before the 
pandemic, has helped plan several virtual events in the past year.
The second part of the Dickerson Conference was held online in 
April 2021.
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on the Supreme Court have been alumni of the Law 
School. In 17 of those years, four or more Supreme Court 
clerks have been Chicago alumni—including in 1993, 
when there were eight, and in 1994, when there were 
seven alumni clerking for seven different justices.
This term, seven alumni are clerking for four justices. 
Madeline Lansky, ’16, and Nick Harper, ’15, are clerking 
for Barrett; Patrick Fuster, ’18, is clerking for Roberts; 
Krista Perry, ’16, and James Burnham, ’09, are clerking for 
Gorsuch; and Amy Upshaw, ’16, and Philip Cooper, ’17, 
are clerking for Thomas.
There were four alumni clerks in the October 2019 term, 
when Mica Moore, ’17, clerked for Kagan; Kelly Holt, 
’17, and Stephen Yelderman, ’10, clerked for Gorsuch; 
and Caroline Cook, ’16, clerked for Thomas.
“We’re thrilled that such a broad and diverse group of 
superb students have been hired to clerk on the Supreme 
Court, and we’re thrilled as well that they’ve been hired by 
such a broad range of justices,” Masur said. “This reflects the 
fact that there is not one model for success here. This school 
can be a springboard to great things for any of our students.”
Strahilevitz shared his delight at the prospect of so many 
Maroons getting to work together for the Court.
“Seeing 19 different Chicago alumni clerking at the Supreme 
Court in the span of three years is a testament to all the great 
work that’s happening in our classrooms and clinics, and to 
our admissions team’s eye for talent,” Strahilevitz said. “It’s 
Eight University of Chicago Law School alumni will clerk on the US Supreme Court in the October 2021 term—a banner year that marks the first 
time eight alumni have clerked for eight different justices 
simultaneously. This term, seven Law School alumni are 
clerking on Supreme Court.
During the coming term, Christina Gay, ’20, will clerk for 
Chief Justice John Roberts; Elizabeth Nielson, ’19 will clerk 
for retired Justice Anthony Kennedy; Manuel Valle, ’17, 
will clerk for Justice Clarence Thomas; Joel Wacks, ’18, will 
clerk for Justice Stephen Breyer; Andrew Waks, ’19, will 
clerk for Justice Elena Kagan; John Henry Thompson, ’18, 
will clerk for Justice Neil Gorsuch; Sarah Welch, ’19, will 
clerk for Justice Brett Kavanaugh; and Michael Heckmann, 
’16, will clerk for Justice Amy Coney Barrett.
“I had the honor of teaching all eight when they were 
students at Chicago. They’re a remarkable group of 
people, just as kind and resilient as they are brilliant 
and eloquent,” said Lior Strahilevitz, the Sidley Austin 
Professor of Law, who co-chairs the faculty clerkship 
committee with Jonathan Masur, the John P. Wilson 
Professor of Law. “This is a fabulous group of students, all 
of whom I remember well for both their excellence in class 
and their warmth and generosity outside of it.”
The Law School has had at least one graduate clerking 
on the Supreme Court for at least part of every term since 
1972, and in 39 of the past 49 years, two or more clerks 
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EIGHT CLERKS FOR  
EIGHT JUSTICES
By Becky Beaupre Gillespie
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District Court for the Northern District of Illinois. During 
Law School, Waks was a Rubenstein Scholar, a Kirkland 
& Ellis Scholar, a member of the Order of the Coif, and a 
comments editor for The University 
of Chicago Law Review.
Thompson, who will complete a 
one-year term as a Bristow Fellow 
in the US Solicitor General’s Office 
this summer, has clerked for Judge 
Thomas Griffith of the DC Circuit 
and Judge Diane Sykes of the 
Seventh Circuit. During his time at 
the Law School, he was a Kirkland 
& Ellis Scholar and a member of 
the Order of the Coif, the Federalist 
Society, and The University of 
Chicago Law Review. He also 
won the Sidley Austin Prize for 
Excellence in Brief Writing in the 
Bigelow Moot Court Competition.
Welch, who is clerking for 
Chief Judge William Pryor on the 
Eleventh Circuit, previously clerked 
for Judge Jeffrey Sutton on the 
Sixth Circuit. She has also been a 
Phillips Fellow in the US Solicitor 
General’s Office. During her 
time at the Law School, she was a 
Kirkland & Ellis Scholar, a member 
of Order of the Coif, and an articles 
editor on The University of Chicago 
Law Review, the external vice 
president of the Federalist Society, 
and a recipient of the Mulroy 
Prize for Excellence in Appellate 
Advocacy in the Hinton Moot 
Court competition.
Heckmann, who is an associate in 
the Washington, DC, office of 
Latham & Watkins, has clerked for 
Judge Stanley Marcus of the 
Eleventh Circuit and previously 
clerked for Barrett when she was a 
judge on the Seventh Circuit. He has also worked at 
Cleary Gottlieb in Washington, DC. During his time at 
the Law School, he was the managing online editor for 
The University of Chicago Law Review and a member of the 
Law Students Association. 
tremendously satisfying to watch beloved former students 
serving the country and the legal profession in this way.”
Currently, Gay is clerking for Judge Britt Grant on the 
Eleventh Circuit. During her time at 
the Law School, she was a Kirkland 
& Ellis Scholar, a member of the 
Order of the Coif, a member of The 
University of Chicago Law Review, and 
involved in Lawyers in the Classroom.
Nielson is currently clerking for 
Judge Jeffrey Sutton of the Sixth 
Circuit. She also has clerked for 
Justice Thomas Lee of the Utah 
Supreme Court. During her time 
at the Law School, she was the 
book review and symposium editor 
for The University of Chicago Law 
Review. Her dad, Howard Nielson, 
’97, a judge on the US District 
Court for the District of Utah, 
clerked for Kennedy in 1998.
Valle, currently a litigation associate 
in the Washington, DC, office 
of Sidley Austin LLP, has clerked 
for Judge Joan Larsen of the Sixth 
Circuit and Edith Jones of the Fifth 
Circuit. During his time at the Law 
School, he was a Rubenstein Scholar 
and served as the book review and 
symposium editor for The University 
of Chicago Law Review.
Wacks, an associate at Keker, 
Van Nest & Peters LLP in San 
Francisco, previously clerked for 
Judge Charles Breyer of the US 
District Court for the Northern 
District of California and Judge 
Margaret McKeown of the US 
Court of Appeals for the Ninth 
Circuit. During his time at the 
Law School, he was a Rubenstein 
Scholar, a Kirkland & Ellis Scholar, 
a member of the Order of the Coif, 
and the executive topics and comments editor for The 
University of Chicago Law Review.
Waks, who is clerking for Judge David Tatel of the US 
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit, 
previously clerked for Judge Gary Feinerman of the US 
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Christina Gay Andrew Waks
Manuel Valle Sarah Welch
Elizabeth Nielson John Henry Thompson
Joel Wacks Michael Heckmann
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BUILDING COMMUNITY AND 
SUPPORTING EACH OTHER
THE LAW STUDENTS ASSOCIATION RESPONDS  
TO THE CHALLENGES OF COVID-19
By Claire Stamler-Goody 
102746_P22_25 Law Student Association a_a1.indd   1 5/26/21   1:34 PM
A
s it became clear that the COVID-19 restrictions on 
in-person gatherings would last well into the 2020-
2021 academic year, students considered how their 
Law School experiences might change, and wondered 
how they could stay connected in a virtual environment. 
There were immediate questions about planning large-
scale events and finding opportunities to bond and build 
community. Soon, other pressing concerns arose—about 
attending virtual classes in different time zones, accessing 
the technology required for remote learning, and more.
In these challenges, the Law Students Association (LSA) 
saw an opportunity—not only to address student concerns, 
but to proactively find ways to enrich the student experience 
as much as possible during a difficult time.
“Our motto this year has been ‘Where is there a problem, 
and how can we fix it?’” 2020-2021 LSA President Joseph 
Ludmir, ’21, said. “That’s driven a lot of our initiatives, 
and every single member of our team has helped to make 
them happen.”
A number of new initiatives sponsored by LSA—a 
student organization that functions as the Law School’s 
student government—have centered on building 
community. In addition to planning Zoom trivia nights, 
remote happy hours, and a virtual scavenger hunt, LSA 
also organized a student-run wellness event series called 
Law School Love, and created a newsletter to help keep 
everyone informed.
Other initiatives have focused on classroom equity, ensuring 
that all students, no matter their resources, are able to fully 
engage in the Law School experience. Over the summer, 
LSA members went to the Dean of Students and Financial 
Aid offices to ask about plans for a technology assistance 
grant. The funds, which were ultimately made available 
through alumni donations and the Richard Badger, ’68, 
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“I really can’t say enough  
good things about the team. They 
have been the most supportive, 
wonderful people.” 
— LSA President Joseph Ludmir
Professor Saul Levmore and students gather in the lobby of 
the University of Chicago’s new Rubenstein Forum, where 
some in-person Law School classes were taught during the 
2020-2021 academic year.
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advocates for their classmates and care deeply about their 
community. I truly value that about our students.”
Another priority for LSA has been programming 
specifically for first-year law students. In autumn quarter, 
they planned a virtual Halloween party and a trivia night, 
both for the Class of 2023. They also organized a virtual 
version of the Law School’s student organizations fair—an 
annual event that allows first-years to browse the Law 
School’s many student groups and meet with leaders.
“For the Halloween-themed Zoom with virtual games, 
that was specifically for remote 1L students,” Ludmir said. 
“We wanted to make sure that we were being inclusive of 
remote 1Ls, given that their experiences may look different 
and may have been a little more challenging, especially at 
the beginning of the school year.”
Each of these initiatives has been a tremendous group 
effort, Ludmir said. 3L representative Paola Correia, 
’21, led a successful campaign to cancel classes on 2020 
Election Day, helping to increase voter turnout among Law 
School students and allowing them to engage volunteer 
opportunities that day. LSA Director of Finance Mark 
Marzziotti, ’22, worked to ensure that student organizations 
would have enough funding to continue their operations. 
During winter and spring quarter, LSA also planned a 
Zoom painting night and two faculty-led cooking classes, 
one featuring Professors Douglas Baird and Sharon Fairley 
and another featuring Professors Emily Buss and  
Omri Ben-Shahar. 
“We have 18 people in our student government, which is 
so many great voices, so we’re always trying to maximize the 
Student Support Fund, helped students purchase items like 
laptops, printers, and Wi-Fi extenders. The grant provided 
invaluable support given the technological demands of 
remote learning, said Caitlan Sussman, ’22, who was serving 
as LSA’s communications director.
“Even if you’re attending in-person classes, you are 
still required to bring your laptop,” said Sussman, who 
worked with Ludmir to successfully advocate for the 
grant. “Without working technology, it’s very difficult 
to effectively participate. The Financial Aid Office kept 
the funds available throughout the entire fall quarter, and 
many students were able to benefit from them.”
LSA Vice President Rosa Chong, ’22, joined LSA in part 
to advocate for students engaging in remote learning from 
different time zones. Working with Dean of Students Charles 
N. Todd, Chong said, they expanded the circumstances 
under which students could view class recordings and 
provided opportunities for asynchronous learning.
“That initiative came out of personal need,” Chong said. 
“I am currently living in Seoul, and I spent last spring 
quarter in California. Having online classes at a difficult 
time really took a toll. The recordings are helping me and 
other students abroad have a normal law school career. If 
I didn’t have this accommodation, I might have needed to 
move back to Chicago. But instead, I’m able care for my 
family and be with them during this really strange time.”
Working with LSA on issues related to the pandemic, Todd 
has appreciated the team’s creativity, passion, and drive.
“I have really enjoyed working closely with LSA 
leadership this year,” he said. “These students are powerful 
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Professors Douglas Baird and Sharon Fairley lead a cooking class. Professor Omri Ben-Sharar plates food during a Zoom cooking 
class.
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ways in which each of our members is contributing,” Ludmir 
said. “I really can’t say enough good things about the team. 
They have been the most supportive, wonderful people.”
At the beginning of autumn quarter, LSA organized a 
virtual scavenger hunt, in which small teams of students 
worked together remotely, using clues to direct a single 
on-campus “avatar” to various locations. The event drew 
around 40 students, many of whom were first-years, said 
Marissa Piccolo, ’22, an LSA representative who worked 
with Sussman and Ludmir to organize virtual events.
“The situation we’re in right now can be so isolating, and 
I think LSA is well-positioned as a student government 
group to make these events happen,” Piccolo said. “You 
never know what someone’s dealing with at home, or 
what’s going on once they turn off their Zoom class. 
Thinking of students who might be especially struggling 
during the pandemic—we just want them to know that 
the Law School is a community. Even if just one of these 
events gives them a night where they can take their mind 
off things—that’s what we’re trying to do.” 
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Students participate in a virtual Halloween party, which was 
aimed at first-year students.
During LSA’s virtual scavenger hunt, Jen Chang, ‘22, served as 
an in-person “avatar” being guided remotely around campus by 
other students to particular locations, based on clues. The first 
team to solve the clues and successfully guide their avatar to all 
of the locations won a prize. 
A group photo of some of the 2020-2021 LSA members. 
Pictured from left to right and top to bottom: Moncarol Wang, 
’23; Caitlan Sussman, ’22; Jacqueline Horwitz, ’22; Mark 
Marzziotti, ’22; Rosa Chong, ’22; Paola Correia, ’21; Christopher 
Stoj, ’23; Christy Crouse, ’21; Julian Manasse-Boetani, ’23; Max 
Freedman, ’21; Joseph Ludmir, ’21; Ine Deblaere, LLM, ’21. 
LSA members not pictured: Naphtalie Librun-Ukiri, ’21; Camille 
Sippel, ’21; Marissa Piccolo, ’22; Molly Nelson, ’22; Aaron 
Liskov, ’23; Sten Hulsink, LLM, ’21.
Caitlan Sussman’s artwork, created during LSA’s Zoom  
painting night.
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them,” said Graeme Turner, chair of the Holberg 
Prize Committee, in a citation released in March. “Her 
influence and impact extend well beyond her own 
disciplines, and she has demonstrated an exceptional 
commitment to the task of distributing the benefits of 
academic knowledge to a wider public.”
A member of the University of Chicago faculty since 
1995, Nussbaum has written more than two dozen books, 
including Citadels of Pride: Sexual Abuse, Accountability, 
and Reconciliation (W. W. Norton & Company, May 
2021) and three in progress. In addition, she has published 
about 500 articles 
and edited 26 books. 
Her books have been 
translated into two 
dozen languages.
Nussbaum is widely 
respected for her 
commitment to 
human well-being—
including her work 
on the philosophy 
of emotions and 
her development 
of the Capabilities 
Approach, a measure 
of global welfare 
that examines what a 
nation’s individuals 
are actually able to 
be and do. Centered 
on the idea of respect 





in different versions 
by Nussbaum and economist Amartya Sen, has shaped the 
global conversation about human rights and development.
“While Nussbaum’s eminence in her fields of academic 
endeavor is unquestionable, what is particularly admirable 
is her dedication to the task of putting her knowledge 
to work, towards making a real and lasting difference to 
people across the world,” Turner wrote.
Nussbaum’s wide-ranging work spans moral and political 
theory, emotions, human rights, social equality, education, 
the philosophy of literature, feminism, animal rights, 
Professor Martha C. Nussbaum, a philosopher whose prolific and influential contributions have made her one of the world’s leading public intellectuals, has 
been named the winner of the 2021 Holberg Prize—one 
of the largest international awards given to an outstanding 
researcher in the arts and humanities, the social sciences, 
law, or theology.
Nussbaum, the University of Chicago’s Ernst Freund 
Distinguished Service Professor of Law and Ethics, is 
appointed in both the Law School and the Philosophy 
Department.
The Holberg Prize Committee cited the breadth and 
influence of Nussbaum’s work, as well as “her stupendous 
intellectual energy and productivity [that she carries] to 
address issues of major academic concern, as well as issues 
that have concrete economic, political, and legal impact.”
“Professor Nussbaum’s writing is always scrupulous 
about arguments, perceptive about human emotions 
and vulnerability, and attentive to the realities of human 
situations, social interactions, and the many forms of 
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of legal and societal import.
“Martha is a tremendously engaged member of our 
community, and one for whom the interdisciplinary 
mission is paramount,” Miles said. “She combines the 
humanities with law, philosophy, public affairs, and the 
arts in singular fashion. She is a powerful advocate for 
education in the arts through her books, her commentaries 
on opera performances, and her own singing. Over 
the past decade, she has led six conferences on law 
and literature, each of which resulted in a volume of 
provocative essays. Her dedication to both her work and to 
our world is truly remarkable. She is exceedingly deserving 
of this honor.”
Robertson called Nussbaum an “unconditionally 
generous scholar.”
“Martha is the rare academic whose work influences 
both her scholarly colleagues and the broader public,” 
Robertson said. “Her work draws on her vast knowledge 
of ancient thought and modern science, literature and 
history, jurisprudence and moral philosophy. As a result, 
she has profoundly transformed our understanding of 
culture, society, and human life.”
Nussbaum’s numerous awards include the Berggruen 
Prize in Philosophy and Culture (2018), the Don M. 
Randel Prize for Achievement in the Humanities from 
the American Academy of Arts and Sciences (2018), 
and the Kyoto Prize in Arts and Philosophy (2016). 
Nussbaum, who received her PhD from Harvard in 
1975 (Classical Philology), has received honorary degrees 
from more than 60 colleges and universities in the US, 
Canada, Latin America, Asia, Africa, and Europe. She 
is an academician in the Academy of Finland, a fellow 
of the British Academy, and a member of the American 
Academy of Arts and Sciences. She is also a member of 
the American Philosophical Association, where she was 
President of the Central Division from 1999 to 2000. 
She has taught at Harvard University, Brown University, 
and Oxford University.
The Holberg Prize, established by the Norwegian 
Parliament in 2003, is funded by the government of 
Norway. Past Holberg Laureates include Harvard law 
professor Cass Sunstein, a former member of the 
University of Chicago Law School faculty; British-
Canadian scholar Griselda Pollock; British scholar Paul 
Gilroy; Bulgarian-French psychoanalyst and 
philosopher Julia Kristeva; German philosopher and 
sociologist Jürgen Habermas; Spanish sociologist Manuel 
Castells; and British philosopher Onora O’Neill.  
ancient Greek and Roman philosophy, cosmopolitanism, 
and more, often bringing what the Holberg Prize 
Committee called “a distinctive, passionate, powerful, and 
much needed, voice.”
Much of Nussbaum’s work centers on the costs and 
beauty of human vulnerability.
“On the one hand, I have spent many years producing 
philosophical accounts of emotions, which are our inner 
road map of our significant vulnerable attachments, and 
how they are faring in a world of uncontrolled events,” she 
said. “On the other hand, in developing the Capabilities 
Approach, I have asked this question: ‘What forms of 
vulnerability and impeded activity are incompatible with 
political justice?’ A just society will protect its citizens 
from hunger, lack of medical care, sexual assault, and 
a variety of other obstacles to a flourishing life, while 
protecting significant freedoms of choice.”
In recent work, she has been extending the approach to 
the lives of non-human animals.
Nussbaum will receive the award worth approximately 
US$705,000.
In addition to her Law School and Philosophy 
Department appointments, Nussbaum is an associate in 
the Classics Department, the Divinity School, and the 
Political Science Department, as well as a member of 
the Committee on Southern Asian Studies, and a board 
member of the Human Rights Program.
“Professor Nussbaum is unique among classicists, 
philosophers, and professors of law,” Law School Dean 
Thomas J. Miles, the Clifton R. Musser Professor of Law 
and Economics, and Humanities Division Dean Anne W. 
Robertson, the Claire Dux Swift Distinguished Service 
Professor in the Department of Music and the College, wrote 
in a letter nominating Nussbaum for the prize. “She has an 
extraordinarily fertile and exciting mind, and everything she 
writes is marked by a combination of passionate commitment 
with scholarly and conceptual sophistication.”
Nussbaum has had an extraordinary impact at the 
University, particularly in creating opportunities for 
interdisciplinary collaboration. She fostered interaction 
between the Law School and Philosophy Department 
through the annual Law and Philosophy Workshop, 
which she founded. She also recently endowed the Ernst 
Freund Prize in Law and Philosophy, an award designed 
to encourage advanced law and philosophy scholarship 
among graduate students. In addition, she endowed 
student roundtables at the Law School to facilitate 
discussions between professors and students about topics 
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University of Chicago’s James Parker Hall Distinguished 
Service Professor of Law and the National Bankruptcy 
Conference’s immediate past vice chair. “As a law professor, 
you want to be engaged 
in the world … and to 
be involved in what’s 
happening on the ground. 
And if you’re a bankruptcy 
person who wants to do 
bankruptcy policy, this is 
one of the premier positions 
in which to do that.”
The nonprofit, self-
supporting organization 
includes about 60 
members. It began in the 
1930s when Congress 
gathered some of the leading bankruptcy practitioners and 
scholars to assist in the drafting of major Depression-era 
bankruptcy law amendments. In the 1970s, the NBC was 
instrumental in the enactment of the Bankruptcy Code 
Professor Douglas Baird was elected late last year to a four-year term as chair of the National Bankruptcy Conference, a nonpartisan organization of lawyers, 
law professors, and bankruptcy judges that advises 
Congress on issues related to bankruptcy law. Baird, the 
University of Chicago’s Harry A. Bigelow Distinguished 
Service Professor of Law and a member of the Conference 
since 1993, is the first academic to lead the group.
Baird, a leading expert on bankruptcy law and a 
former dean of the Law School, previously served as the 
Conference’s vice chair from 1997 until 2004. Baird’s 
work includes a one-volume overview of US bankruptcy 
law, Elements of Bankruptcy, that is now in its sixth edition 
and was recently translated into Chinese. He has been a 
director of the American College of Bankruptcy, president 
of the American Law and Economics Association, and is a 
fellow of the American Academy of Arts and Sciences.
“Douglas has this rich historical perspective on 
bankruptcy, and, at the same time, he’s done such a 
good job of remaining involved in cutting-edge issues. 
His scholarship reflects that,” said Randal C. Picker, the 
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Baird said he appreciates the opportunities to participate 
in real-world applications of bankruptcy law.
“Policy ideas … are fine in the abstract, but if you really 
want to understand how the system works on the ground, 
you need to ask, ‘What exactly do you mean? What are the 
complications here? How do you express that in legislative 
language? How exactly does that work? How is that going 
to change things?’” Baird said. “The NBC for me is a way to 
make sure that the ideas that I have are anchored in reality.”
Baird, who enjoys being part of a strong bankruptcy 
faculty at the Law School—a group that includes Picker, 
Deputy Dean Anthony Casey, and newly hired Assistant 
Professor Joshua Macey—said the NBC also gives him a 
chance to examine bankruptcy issues and participate in law 
reform with other top scholars and practitioners. Other 
members of the NBC include Edward Morrison, ’00, a 
former Law School professor who now teaches at Columbia 
Law, and Donald S. Bernstein, ’78, the chairman of Davis 
Polk’s Restructuring Group. US Senator Elizabeth Warren 
was once a member of the group, too.
“The other thing is that it’s an opportunity for me to 
learn,” Baird said. “It is exciting to be a relatively senior 
and still be in a universe where I’m taking on new projects, 
learning new things, and staying current.” 
in 1978. It has been a resource to Congress on every 
significant piece of bankruptcy legislation since the 1930s.
The group’s work includes writing letters to Congress on 
statutory issues that affect the bankruptcy code, testifying 
before Congress, issuing official position statements, and 
more. Bankruptcy law, Baird said, is complex and requires 
precision—and the NBC offers lawmakers objective, expert 
guidance to ensure that policy goals can be met as intended.
“When you’re drafting a statute related to bankruptcy 
law, it’s easy to get stuff wrong—it’s not metaphysical 
statutory interpretation, but getting it technically right,” 
Baird said. “We might say, ‘You want this outcome, but 
you have to have to understand that this language might 
do other stuff, too.’”
The NBC played a major advisory role in developing 
the Small Business Reorganization Act that went into 
effect in February 2020. The overhaul, which aims to 
make small business bankruptcies faster and less expensive, 
received bipartisan support in Congress. The organization 
also advised Congress on the debt-related implications of 
COVID-19 relief measures.
As a member of the NBC, Baird has testified before 
Congress, including during the automobile industry 
bailout a little more than a decade ago.
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Enshrining a right in the constitution is no guarantee that a 
nation will enforce it—but some rights are harder to violate 
than others, according to a global study conducted by 
Professor Adam Chilton and a coauthor for a new book that 
builds on years of research into human rights effectiveness.
The surprising difference, they found, has more to do 
with who is invested in the right, rather than the type of 
government enforcing it.
In How Constitutional 
Rights Matter (Oxford 
University Press, 2020), 
Chilton and his longtime 
collaborator Mila 
Versteeg, a professor at 
the University of Virginia 
School of Law, show that 
both democracies and 
autocracies are more likely 
to honor religious freedom, 
the right to unionize, and 
the right to form political 
parties—all of which are 
practiced within organizations with a vested interest in 
their protections. At the same time, both regime types are 
less likely to honor individual rights like freedom of speech 
or the prohibition against torture, which generally aren’t 
exercised within organized groups.
“You might think democracies would mean it when they say 
they won’t torture people, and autocracies would be insincere 
when they say they respect worker rights,” said Chilton, 
the Walter Mander Research Scholar and an expert on 
international law, comparative law, and empirical legal studies. 
“But instead, it seems like groups are the secret sauce in both 
democracies and autocracies for rights to make a difference.”
The book is part of an ongoing project by Chilton and 
Versteeg that uses a variety of research methods to examine 
how constitutional rights work, including a comprehensive 
statistical analysis covering 194 countries across six 
decades. The scholars focus on eight constitutional rights: 
freedom of speech, prohibition against torture, freedom of 
movement, the right to education, the right to healthcare, 
freedom of religion, the right to unionize, and the right 
to form political parties. To add context and background 
to their analysis, they also conducted five illustrative case 
studies across the globe and fielded two survey experiments.
Among their findings: rights practiced by organizations 
tend to succeed by overcoming two important roadblocks. 
First, there is the coordination problem—in order to oppose 
a rights violation, citizens 
must agree that said 
violation exists. Second, 
assuming citizens agree, 
they must be able work 
together to oppose the 
government. They refer to 
this obstacle as a collective 
action problem.
“Imposing political costs 
on a government can 
be hard and potentially 
dangerous work,” Chilton 
and Versteeg wrote. 
“Any citizen considering 
attending a protest march, for example, might be tempted 
to stay home if marching entails legal or safety risks [. . .] 
Potential protesters thus need assurance that they will be 
joined by many others, which is difficult to get for large 
groups of mostly unconnected citizens.”
In addition to protest, organizations may also succeed in 
reversing violations through lobbying or litigation—when 
used strategically by dedicated organizations, they wrote, 
the constitution can be a powerful instrument.
At the same time, they noted that constitutional rights 
practiced by organizations are not a cure-all against violations. 
Leaders are growing increasingly savvy at infringing upon 
citizens’ rights, they wrote—if anything, organizational rights 
are not strict safeguards, but are more akin to speed bumps 
slowing down an often inevitable process.
“If the right is there, and there are social groups that are 
able to put pressure on the government, that can slow the 
government down,” Chilton said. “And it might slow the 
government down enough that they actually stop. Though 
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not always consistently—if there’s a powerful government 
that’s really committed [to violating a right] over an 
extended period, they seem to eventually win out.”
Looking toward the future, Chilton and Versteeg wrote 
that in order to protect constitutional rights, citizens ought 
to invest in formal organizations dedicated to defending 
those rights. Moreover, Chilton added, when drafting 
constitutions, individuals should not put their faith in the 
statement of rights alone.
“There’s a lot of emphasis on pushing countries to make the 
right set of commitments,” Chilton said. “But unfortunately, 
it looks like getting countries to commit and getting 
countries to respect the rights are just two different problems. 
Even though the formal commitment might be important 
for symbolic reasons, for moral reasons, for ethical reasons, 
it’s less clear that it’s important for actually changing the life 
and lived experiences of people in various countries.”
The University of Chicago Law School has launched two 
new research centers designed to bring a deep focus to both 
law and finance and constitutional law, two areas of great 
importance to legal scholars and practitioners.
The Center on Law and Finance is directed by 
Professor Anthony Casey, a leading scholar of corporate 
reorganization, corporate governance, and financial 
regulation. The interdisciplinary initiative brings academics 
and practitioners together through conferences, workshops, 
and other events to explore a fast-changing field that 
grapples increasingly with complex issues around investor 
activism, venture capital restructuring, distressed 
investments, valuation disputes, and more.
The Constitutional Law Institute is directed by Professor 
William Baude, a leading scholar of constitutional law and 
interpretation. In addition to advancing and sharing scholarship 
related to constitutional law, the institute creates spaces for 
respectful debate on difficult topics and convenes leading 
academics to examine longstanding constitutional issues 
that impact American society. Its inaugural initiatives include 
a podcast, Dissenting Opinions, that debuted this spring. 
Hosted by Baude, each episode of the first season features 
top legal minds discussing a Supreme Court case they believe 
is misunderstood. In several special “deep dive” episodes, 
Baude and Professor Adam Chilton discuss originalism.
“As leading thinkers in their respective fields, Professor 
Casey and Professor Baude bring tremendous knowledge, 
intellect, and passion to their work, and these new centers 
are well-poised to generate field-defining ideas and deep 
engagement with practitioners in two important areas of law,” 
said Dean Thomas J. Miles, the Clifton R. Musser Professor 
of Law and Economics. “Both the Center on Law and Finance 
and the Constitutional Law Institute are dedicated to rigorous 
inquiry and the robust exchange of ideas, values we hold dear 
Law School Launches Constitutional Law Institute, Center on Law and Finance
at the Law School. We are exceptionally grateful to the donors 
whose generosity made these initiatives possible.”
The Center on Law and Finance began its work in 2019 with 
a mission built around connecting top thinkers—academics 
from multiple disciplines and institutions, top practitioners, 
and students—to better understand how the law interacts 
with, and shapes, financial institutions. The goal, Casey said, 
is to foster dialogue aimed at translating cutting-edge research 
into practical applications and to create a hub for intellectual 
leadership on these  issues.
“As financial markets become more sophisticated and 
complex, legal analysis of those markets must keep up. This 
requires the innovative research and rigorous examination 
that the University of Chicago is known for,” said Casey, who 
is also the Law School’s deputy dean. “The Center will take 
advantage of the Law School’s tradition of interdisciplinary 
study and creative research to tackle this endeavor.”
The Constitutional Law Institute, which launched in early 
2020, is particularly committed to free speech, and is 
focused on creating opportunities for vigorous engagement 
on challenging topics. The institute takes a nonpartisan, 
academic approach by promoting deep analysis and centering 
its work on longstanding constitutional questions rather than 
responding to recent political questions.
“Our hope is to contribute to scholarly rigor and to help 
spread the best ideas in constitutional law,” Baude said. “In 
the long run, that is what constitutional law needs most.”
In addition to hosting events, activities, and visitors, the 
Constitutional Law Institute will focus on disseminating Law 
School scholarship on constitutional issues. 
“The University of Chicago Law School is an outstanding 
place for constitutional law,” Baude said. “I’d like its 
contributions to this field to be as prominently known as its 
contributions to law and economics.”
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Books by Alumni Published 2020
Thomas C. Berg, ’87
Patents on Life: Religious, Moral, and Social Justice Aspects of 
Biotechnology and Intellectual Property (Cambridge University Press) 
(with Roman Cholij and Simon Ravenscroft)
This volume brings together a collection of legal, religious, 
ethical, and political perspectives to bear on debates concerning 
biotechnology patents on topics including morality and patentability, 
biotechnology and human dignity, and what constitute fair rewards 
from genetic resources. 
Ashutosh Bhagwat, ’90
Our Democratic First Amendment (Cambridge University Press)
Why did the framers protect the rights in the First Amendment? 
Bhagwat looks at the history of the First Amendment and the lessons 
to be learned about the nature of our system of government, then 
applies those lessons to our modern democracy.
Richard Cordray, ’85
Watchdog: How Protecting Consumers Can Save Our Families, Our 
Economy, and Our Democracy (Oxford University Press)
Sharing the stories of individual consumers, Watchdog shows 
how the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau sued big banks 
for cheating or deceiving consumers and stepped in to help solve 
problems raised by individual consumers.
KJ Dell’Antonia, ’94
The Chicken Sisters (G. P. Putnam’s Sons)
Three generations. Two chicken shacks. One recipe for disaster. In 
this debut novel, two feuding families go on a reality TV restaurant 
competition, and two sisters must decide whether they will fight with 
each other or for their heritage.
Patrick Finegan, ’84
Cooperative Lives 
How well do you know your neighbors? Have you ever really 
engaged with them? Did you know they once harbored the most 
wanted fugitive in America? This novel peels back the facade of a 
storied Manhattan residential complex.
Linda Fisher, ’80
The Foreclosure Echo: How the Hardest Hit Have Been Left Out of the 
Economic Recovery (Cambridge University Press) (with Judith Fox) 
Fisher and Fox employ a range of legal, economic, and social-science 
research to document the stories of the ordinary people whose quest 
for the American dream was crushed in the foreclosure crisis when 
they were threatened with losing their homes.  
John Fitzgerald, ’04
Guide to the Illinois Biometric Information Privacy Act (Fastbook) 
This comprehensive guide covers the Illinois Act’s legislative history, 
standing issues, biometric identifiers, damages, statute of limitations, 
class certifications, and other topics.
Richard S. Frase, ’70 
Paying for the Past: The Case against Prior Record Sentence 
Enhancements (Oxford University Press) (with Julian V. Roberts)
This study provides a critical and systematic examination of current 
prior record enhancements under sentencing guidelines across the 
US, drawing on empirical data and analyses of guidelines from a 
number of jurisdictions. 
Aviva Futorian, ’70 
Voices from the Mississippi Hill Country: The Benton County Civil 
Rights Movement (University Press of Mississippi) (with Roy DeBerry, 
Stephen Klein, and John Lyons)
The product of more than 25 years of work by the Hill Country 
Project, this volume examines a revolutionary period in American 
history through the voices of farmers, teachers, sharecroppers, and 
students from Benton County, Mississippi.
Douglas Ginsburg, ’73
Voices of Our Republic: Exploring the Constitution with Ruth Bader 
Ginsburg, Alan Dershowitz, Sandra Day O’Connor, Ron Chernow, and 
Many More (Skyhorse)
This coffee table book serves as a companion to the three-part 2020 
PBS series A More or Less Perfect Union, A Personal Exploration by 
Judge Douglas Ginsburg, which delves into past, present, and future 
struggles for liberty through the lens of the US Constitution. 
Paul Heald, ’88 
Copy This Book!: What Data Tells Us about Copyright and the Public 
Good (Stanford University Press)
Distilling extensive empirical data to clearly show the implications of 
copyright laws and doctrine for public welfare, Heald illustrates his 
findings with lighthearted references to familiar (and obscure) works 
and their creators. 
Raggedyland: A Mystery (New Athens Press)
In the final book of the Clarkeston Chronicles trilogy, an auctioned 
storage locker comes with a box of Raggedy Ann books and a 
dresser drawer stuffed with grisly mementos. A small college town in 
Georgia is now ground zero for a mind-bending cold case.
Alicia Hilton, ’97
Moonlight, Gunshot, Mallet, Flame 
This collection includes two stories about dangerous women 
who confront supernatural forces. When the moon is full, passion 
simmers and demons strike. Who will survive? 
Renee Knake Jefferson, ’99
Shortlisted: Women in the Shadows of the Supreme Court (New York 
University Press) (with Hannah Brenner Johnson)
Shortlisted tells the overlooked stories of nine extraordinary women 
who appeared on presidential Supreme Court short lists dating back 
to the 1930s and offers all women a valuable set of strategies for 
upending the injustices that still endure. 
A l u m n i
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David Kessler, ’78
Fast Carbs, Slow Carbs: The Simple Truth about Food, Weight, and 
Disease (Harper Wave)
Kessler explains how eating refined grains such as wheat, corn, and 
rice leads to a cascade of hormonal and metabolic issues that make it 
very easy to gain weight and nearly impossible to lose it. 
Rhett B. Larson, ’05
Just Add Water: Solving the World’s Problems Using Its Most Precious 
Resource (Oxford University Press)
Larson posits that the “unified social policy theory”—the answer to 
every question from how to prevent war to how to promote gender 
equality—lies in reforming our laws, policies, and priorities to achieve 
global water security. 
Oliver Lepsius, ’93
The German Federal Constitutional Court: The Court without Limits 
(Oxford University Press) (with Matthias Jestaedt, Christoph Möllers, 
and Christoph Schönberger)
This translation into English of the leading German-language work 
on the Federal Constitutional Court gives an overview of the court’s 
history and role as one of the most influential constitutional courts in 
recent years. 
Judith Weinshall Liberman, ’54
Child’s Play 
From Black and White to Color 
From Sketches to Picture Books 
I Want a Dog 
The Scarecrow and the Crow 
Staring School 
Prolific author and artist Liberman continues to publish art books 
and children’s picture books. Information about her art and her many 
published works can be found at jliberman.com.
Ron Lundeen, ’04
The Slithering (Paizo Inc.)
Dominion’s End (Paizo Inc.)
Assault on Hunting Lodge Seven (Paizo Inc.)
These are the latest entries in two series of role-playing adventures. 
Each volume contains a new installment of a series of interconnected 
science-fantasy quests that together create a fully developed plot of 
sweeping scale and epic challenges.
Michael McConnell, ’79
The President Who Would Not Be King: Executive Power under the 
Constitution (Princeton University Press)
In order to reveal what the Constitution really tells us about the 
powers of the president, McConnell provides a comprehensive 
account of the original drafting of executive powers, based on the 
Tanner Lectures at Princeton University.
David Rich, ’69
Antelopes: A Modern “Gulliver’s Travels” (Rich World Books)
Arizona lottery winners survive a plane crash on a remote tepui in 
Venezuela, forcing them to confront their prejudices, which are 
mirrored by a technologically advanced society of antelopes.
Scribes of the Tribe: The Great Thinkers on Religion and Ethics (Rich 
World Books)
This book excerpts and analyzes public-domain quotes by our 
philosophers on religion and ethics, providing a practical philosophy 
for ethical action. 
David M. Rubenstein, ’73
How to Lead: Wisdom from the World’s Greatest CEOs, Founders, 
and Game Changers (Simon & Schuster)
Learn the principles and guiding philosophies of Bill Gates, Jeff 
Bezos, Ruth Bader Ginsburg, Warren Buffett, Oprah Winfrey, and 
many others through illuminating conversations with Rubenstein 
about their remarkable lives and careers.
Ilya Shapiro, ’03 
Supreme Disorder: Judicial Nominations and the Politics of America’s 
Highest Court (Gateway Editions)
Shapiro analyzes why appointments to the high court have become 
one of the most explosive features of our system of government and 
weighs the many proposals for reform, from the modest to the radical.
Richard Sigal, ’63
Shades of Public Finance Vol. 1: Illicit Bankruptcies, Innovative 
Municipal Bonds, and Why the Patriots Didn’t Move to Hartford 
(Dudley Court Press)
In Volume 1 of a two-part series, Sigal explains in clear language how 
bonds are structured, who gets rich, who gets stuck, and how politics 
impacts bond financing. 
Shades of Public Finance Vol. 2: More Insider Stories of the Municipal 
Bonds that Built America (Dudley Court Press)
In Volume 2, Sigal takes readers through some of the most important 
issues in public finance, including clean water, solid waste disposal, 
highways, reciprocal tax immunity, and eminent domain.
Geoffrey Stone, ’71 
Democracy and Equality: The Enduring Constitutional Vision of the 
Warren Court (Oxford University Press) (with David A. Strauss)
Stone and Strauss discuss some of the Warren Court’s critical 
decisions, exploring the historical and legal context of each case, the 
Court’s reasoning, and how the justices of the Warren Court fulfilled 
the Court’s responsibilities.
Del Wright Jr., ’96
A Short and Happy Guide to Bitcoin, Blockchain, and Crypto (West 
Academic Publishing)
This concise book gives students, entrepreneurs, lawyers, and 
policymakers a field guide to blockchain technologies and crypto, 
explaining their functions and the market and regulatory challenges 
they face.
Bernard Zimmerman, ’70 
Ghost Towns of Nevada County (You Bet Press)
Zimmerman explores how Gold Rush towns like You Bet, Gouge Eye, 
and Blue Tent got their names and answers other questions about 
Nevada County’s Gold Rush. The book contains histories of 18 county 
ghost towns and 33 photographs, maps, and images.
Franklin E. Zimring, ’67 
The Insidious Momentum of Mass Incarceration (Oxford University 
Press)
Zimring seeks a comprehensive understanding of when, how,  
and why the United States became the world leader in incarceration 
to further determine how the use of confinement can realistically  
be reduced.
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A Message from the Associate Dean of External Affairs
Dear Alumni and Friends, 
I am delighted to report that the Law School continues to provide an unmatched legal education, even if our method of 
delivery looks a bit different than it has in the past! Our students remain engaged in their studies and our faculty continue 
to be at the center of national conversations about the most complex legal questions and most 
urgent societal issues. 
Our continued successes are due in no small part to your unwavering support throughout the past 
year. The unexpected challenges we faced brought new meaning to the impact your philanthropy 
has on our students and the broader Law School community. 
Every contribution is important. Your generous support touches every facet of our institution 
and reflects the strength of our active community. These philanthropic investments advance our 
mission, inspire our faculty, and shape our students into the leaders of tomorrow. For this, we are 
beyond grateful. 
I look forward to a time where we can gather and celebrate everything you have made possible. Thank you to our alumni, 





The Law School would like to thank our donors who 
demonstrate high-level support of our students, 
faculty, and staff. Generous support from our Dean’s 
Circle members supports our mission of academic 
excellence and offers meaningful experiences to 
our students. This investment in our institution is 
essential to our continued success.
The Dean’s Circle honors alumni and friends who 
contribute annually at the following membership levels:
Benefactor: $25,000+ 
Patron: $10,000 - $24,999 
Fellow: $5,000 - $9,999 
Partner: $2,500 - $4,999 
Advocate: $1,000 - $2,499 
Young Alumni Advocate*: $500 - $999
* Alumni who graduated in the past 5 years qualify to 
be an Advocate member.
All Dean’s Circle members are recognized in the fiscal 
year Honor Roll of Donors (for gifts made between 
July 1 and June 30 each year) that is published 
each fall. Additionally, members receive invitations 
to special events, such as intimate gatherings with 
the Dean of the Law School, the President of the 
University, and leaders in business and law.
This year, all Dean’s Circle 
members during the University 
of Chicago Campaign: Inquiry 
and Impact were invited 
to a virtual reception in 
recognition of their support. 
Dean Miles provided an 
overview of initiatives at the 
Law School that members’ 
philanthropy helped support. 
The reception also featured 
a faculty discussion between 
Professors Daniel Hemel 
and Anup Malani that was 
moderated by Professor Jennifer Nou. This program, 
Law for the Next Pandemic, assessed the performance 
of various institutions during the COVID-19 pandemic 
and examined lessons that can be carried forward. 
To learn more about 
the Dean’s Circle and 
view this year’s Honor 
Roll of Donors please 
scan this QR code.
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Donald M. Ephraim Professorship in Law and Economics
Anthony J. Casey has been named the Donald M. Ephraim Professor in Law and Economics. Casey is the inaugural holder 
of this new chair, established by the Donald M. Ephraim Family Foundation in honor of Donald M. Ephraim, ’55.
The Law School’s deputy dean and the director of the Center on Law and Finance, Casey, ’02, is 
an expert on business law, finance, and corporate bankruptcy. His research has been published in 
the Yale Law Journal, the Columbia Law Review, the Supreme Court Review, and the University of 
Chicago Law Review.  
Before entering academia, Casey was a partner at Kirkland & Ellis LLP and an associate at Wachtell, 
Lipton, Rosen & Katz. His legal practice focused on corporate bankruptcy, merger litigation, white-
collar investigations, securities litigation and complex class actions. Casey also served as a law clerk for 
Chief Judge Joel M. Flaum of the United States Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit.
Lillian E. Kraemer Clinical Professorship in Public Interest Law
Herschella G. Conyers has been named the Lillian E. Kraemer Clinical Professor in Public Interest Law. Conyers is the 
inaugural holder of this new chair and the first Clinical Professor to hold a named professorship in 
the Law School or the University. The Kraemer Professorship, established by Lillian E. Kraemer, ‘64, 
is the first chair in the Law School named solely for a female graduate. 
Director of the Law School’s Criminal and Juvenile Justice Clinic, Conyers, ’83, has devoted 
her career to criminal and juvenile justice reform and is actively engaged in local, national, 
and international juvenile justice policy. In addition to policy work, the clinic provides direct 
representation to children and young adults accused of crimes. She has been honored with numerous 
awards, including a University of Chicago Diversity Leadership Award in 2020. 
Before joining the Law School, Conyers served as an assistant public defender, supervisor, and deputy chief in the Office 
of the Cook County Public Defender from 1986 to 1993.




On December 1, 2020, members of the University community came together in support of UChicago and the 
programs that mean the most to them. More than two dozen units across campus participated in the celebration. 
Over the course of the day, the Law School raised nearly $13,000 from more than 80 donors. Many thanks to 
our alumni and friends for helping to make Giving Tuesday a highlight in 2020!
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Mandel was the founding 
partner of the Chicago firm of 
Mandel, Lipton & Stevenson. 
He took particular pride in his 
pro bono work for civil rights, 
racial justice, children’s rights, 
and peace, and coauthored 
Illinois laws on child protection 
and adoption. He was also 
a cofounder of Voices for 
Illinois Children, a nonprofit 
that develops strategies to 
improve conditions for children 
throughout the state. Mandel 
lived in Evanston, Illinois.
James M. Ratcliffe
June 17, 2020
Ratcliffe, a graduate of the College 
and a veteran of the US Army 
and the US Air Force Reserve, 
was the Law School’s assistant 
dean and director of placement. 
He later joined R. R. Donnelly 
and Sons, from which he retired 
as vice president for corporate 
relations. Ratcliffe volunteered in 
the Executive Service Corps and 
as a board member of the Better 
Government Association, Econ 
Illinois, and the Harper Court Arts 
Council. He lived in Hyde Park.
Milton L. Ray
July 28, 2020
Ray worked in Washington, 
DC,  on the United States Lend-
Lease Program before joining 
the US Air Corps. He practiced 
law in Chicago, worked for 
Baxter Laboratories as corporate 
counsel, and then joined Hunt 
Foods & Industries (and its 
successor company, Norton 
Simon, Inc.) as general tax 
counsel and director of taxes. 
Later, he taught at the University 
of Oregon School of Law. 





A US Navy veteran, Allison 
spent a year as a teaching fellow 
at the Stanford University Law 
School before joining the firm 
now known as Randall Danskin 
in Spokane, Washington, where 
he became a partner. He later 
practiced law independently. 
Allison was active in his church, 
the Spokane Valley Rotary, 
the Historical Auto Society of 
Spokane and the Inland Empire, 
the Spokane Community 
College Foundation, and The 




Moses served in the US Army 
during the occupation of 
Germany and was a news 
writer for the American 
Forces Network. He spent 
his entire legal career as a trial 
attorney with the Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, firm of Evans 
Ivory and Evans, from which he 
retired as president, and taught at 





Allen, a US Army veteran, 
was an assistant US attorney 
in Chicago for several years 
before joining the Baltimore & 
Ohio Railroad and its successor 
railroads, the Chessie System 
and CSX Transportation, from 
which he retired as vice president 
and general counsel. An expert 
in mergers, acquisitions, and 
abandonments, he oversaw the 
merger of Chessie and CSX. 
In retirement, Allen studied 
theology at St. Mary’s Seminary 
and University in Baltimore.
Norman I. Miller
March 13, 2020





A Yale University alumnus, Beggs 
served in the US Army during the 
Korean War. He practiced patent 
law in Chicago for many years 
before opening a private practice 
near his home in Downers 
Grove, Illinois. Beggs was a 
devoted volunteer for the Grove 
Foundation, the Downers Grove 
Chamber of Commerce, and 
moot court at the Law School, 




Wildman grew up on the 
South Side of Chicago and 
earned bachelor’s and master’s 
degrees from the University in 
addition to his JD. He spent 
his legal career negotiating 
collective bargaining agreements 
and arbitrating labor disputes 
for clients that included the 
Chicago Board of Education 
and the University of Chicago 
Laboratory Schools; he was one 
of three original members of 
the Illinois Educational Labor 
Relations Board in the 1980s. 
Wildman also taught industrial 
relations at what is now the 
Booth School of Business, and 
was an adjunct professor of 





Cornwell served in the US Army 
and was stationed in Germany 
during the Korean War. He 
spent his career practicing law in 
Wichita, Kansas, where he lived. 
Curtis B. Ford
August 3, 2020
Ford spent 35 years working 
at Northwestern Financial 
Network, serving as company 
officer and managing partner. A 
longtime member of the Society 
of Financial Service Professionals, 
he held several offices in the 
organization, including its 
presidency, and was elected 
to the National Association of 
Estate Planners and Councils 
hall of fame. He spoke and wrote 
frequently on financial topics 
and was the author of How 
to Establish an Estate Analysis 




Early in his career, Kareken was 
a trial attorney in the antitrust 
division of the US Department 
of Justice, and then worked at 
the New York firm of Hughes 
Hubbard & Reed. He later 
served as general counsel at 
Weyerhauser Corporation and 
Penn Central Corporation before 
spending his last years in practice 
at the firm of Davis, Wright & 
Tremaine in Seattle. Kareken 
loved to travel, sail, fly-fish, build 




Wilkinson began his long career 
in public service as counsel to 
the US Senate Subcommittees 
on Migratory Labor and 
Constitutional Rights. He 
served the Peace Corps as 
deputy director in Ethiopia and 
director in Costa Rica, and was 
a foreign service officer with the 
US Agency for International 
Development in Nicaragua, El 
Salvador, and South Africa. After 
retiring from government service, 
Wilkinson worked on human 
rights issues in South Africa, 
Indonesia, and Jordan and served 
on the board of the ACLU of 
South Carolina. He lived in 
Greenville, South Carolina.
I n  M e m o r i a m
A l u m n i
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Holder of a JSD from the 
University in addition to his 
JD, Firmage served as one of the 
first White House Fellows. For 
the rest of his career, he taught 
at the University of Utah Law 
School, where he was Samuel 
D. Thurman Professor of Law. 
Firmage won numerous awards 
for teaching and achievement 
and was the author of a number 
of textbooks on constitutional 
and international law. He was a 
United Nations Visiting Scholar, 
a participant in the Fulbright 
Seminar, and a delegate to the 
UN Sub-Commission on the 
Protection and Promotion of 
Human Rights; he was also 
outspoken for LGBTQ rights 
and against the US government’s 
development and deployment 
of the MX missile. A founder 
and president of the Utah Opera 





Kaplan, a Chicago native, 
joined the Minneapolis firm of 
Robins Davis and Lyons after 
graduating from the Law School 
and later worked in partnership 
with attorney Shane Swanson. 
Kaplan ran many marathons and 
was active in the Twin Cities 
community, serving on the 
board of the Minneapolis Jewish 
Federation and chairing the 
University Pediatrics Foundation 
(now part of the University of 




Nelson began his career as 
first assistant prosecutor for 
Genesee County, Michigan; 
he later served as the county’s 
public administrator and as a 
special assistant attorney general. 
He spent more than 20 years 
in private practice, until his 
appointment to the Genesee 
County probate bench. Nelson 
was active in a number of legal 
and judicial organizations, 
including the county, state, and 
national bar associations, and 
often lectured on children’s 
issues and elder law. He loved 





An alumnus of Bowdoin 
College, Adams was a veteran 
of the US Army and the Army 
Active Reserve, from which he 
retired as a lieutenant colonel; 
before practicing law, he served 
in the US Foreign Service as 
a vice consul in Brussels. He 
practiced at the Kennebunk, 
Maine, firms of Reagan, Adams 
& Cadigan and Bergen & 
Parkinson, and was also in 
private practice for several years. 
Adams volunteered in a number 
of civic roles as well as giving 










Casson was a graduate of 
Georgetown University. He 
practiced law in the Illinois 
firms of Bell, Boyd & Lloyd and 
O’Halloran Kosoff, Geitner & 
Cook. An active volunteer in his 
church, where he was involved in 
the parish council, soup kitchen, 
clothing drive, and men’s 
groups, he had most recently 
served in the Ignatian Volunteer 
Corps at San Miguel School in 
Chicago. Casson was a longtime 




Movius was a graduate of 
Harvard University and earned 
a master’s degree in modern 
European history at the 
University in addition to his 
JD. He clerked for Judge Frank 
Parker on the North Carolina 
Court of Appeals and worked 
as an attorney on that state’s 
utilities commission before 
moving to Charlotte, North 
Carolina, and practicing at the 
firm now known as K&L Gates. 
A classically trained pianist, 
Movius served on the boards of 
local music organizations and 
was the choir accompanist at the 





A first-generation college 
graduate, Hubbuch earned 
his undergraduate degree at 
Vanderbilt University and 
practiced law at the Chicago 
firms of Peterson, Ross, Schloerb 
& Seidel and McCullough, 
Campbell & Lane. He coached 
his sons’ sports teams, served 
on the local school board and 
the board of the YMCA, and 
was president of the Oak Park 
and River Forest High School 
booster club. For nearly 25 
years, Hubbuch wrote a column 
for the Wednesday Journal 
community weekly. He lived in 




Mone was valedictorian of 
her undergraduate class at the 
University of California, Santa 
Cruz, and spent a year at the 
Hastings Center for Bioethics 
before entering the Law School. 
She was a criminal defense 
attorney for a decade before 
pursing her passion for food as a 
baker at Campanile Restaurant 
in Los Angeles and as a volunteer 
with Slow Food Utah. She was 
also active in the Southern Utah 
Wilderness Alliance and Planned 





Scott was an alumnus of 
Stanford University and taught 
literature at the Thacher School 
before entering the Law School. 
He had a distinguished career 
in business litigation at Sidley 
Austin in Chicago and San 
Francisco; Wilson Sonsini 
Goodrich & Rosati in Palo 
Alto, California; and King & 
Spalding, from which he retired 
as managing partner of the 
Silicon Valley office. Scott’s 
interests included painting, 
photography, cooking, travel, 









O’Gorman Merino earned 
a law degree at Universidad 
Panamericana in Mexico City 
and was an associate at Jauregui, 
Navarrete and Nader in that 
city before earning his LLM 
at the Law School. He spent a 
year at Sidley Austin in Chicago 
and then returned to Mexico, 
where he worked at Cervantes, 
Aguilar-Alvarez and Sainz 
before establishing the firm 
of O’Gorman & Hagerman, 
specializing in real estate law 
and infrastructure projects, with 
offices in Mexico City, Cancún, 
and Oaxaca.
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John Barry in his definitive book on 
the 1918–1920 flu pandemic, The 
Great Pandemic, noted that that event 
curiously was not the subject of any 
significant works of fiction, even though 
Hemingway, Fitzgerald, Dos Passos, 
Stein, and other members of the “lost 
generation” thoroughly examined 
everything else about WWI and the 
jazz age. The notable exception is 
Katherine Anne Porter’s Pale Horse, 
Pale Rider, which sharply describes 
both the quotidian and the horrific 
events of that time. I thought it was 
good for us to record and remember 
our own experiences. My thanks to 
those of our classmates who took 
seriously my invitation to write about 
the pandemic—and about memory and 
tsundoku. The replies were especially 
thoughtful and personal, and so rather 
than summarizing this time, I am 
reprinting them with only modest editing. 
Tom Bergdall tells us “the pandemic 
was a perfect time for tsundoku 
resolution. I tackled a mountain of 
prose, but was most impressed with 
the three-volume Age of Roosevelt 
by Arthur Schlesinger Jr. It painted a 
great picture of a nation in crisis, and 
divided, which nevertheless could rise 
to the occasion. The first volume of 
William O. Douglas’s autobiography is 
also worth recommending, although 
the second volume is pretty routine. 
Douglas was a great character in every 
respect (except of course, in his sex life).  
David Kessler, who graduated from the Law School in 1978 and 
from Harvard Medical School in 1979, has made a difference in 
Americans’ health throughout his career. Among other things, he led 
the US Food and Drug Administration for more than six years, served 
as the dean of two major medical schools, and has authored best-
selling books about health. Last year, he was the principal adviser to 
the Biden presidential campaign 
related to the coronavirus, and 
he then cochaired the president-
elect’s COVID-19 transition team. 
“In our almost daily briefings 
with now-President Biden, he 
was insistent about two principal 
things,” Kessler recalled. “First, 
he wanted to fully understand 
all aspects of the virus and the 
related challenges facing the 
country. Meetings that were scheduled for 45 minutes in his very 
busy day could nevertheless run to two hours or more, until he and 
his team felt that they had fully examined all the nuances of the 
disease and the related policy options. Second, he wanted to be sure 
that he and his team always exemplified how responsible leaders 
should conduct themselves in relationship to the virus, in contrast to 
the irresponsible actions and words of some others.”
As FDA commissioner from 1990 to 1997 (appointed by President 
Bush and reappointed by President Clinton), Kessler was a forceful 
leader in reducing the time for approving or rejecting new drugs, 
implementing the requirement for standardized nutrition labels on 
food, and taking on the tobacco industry, arguing that the FDA had 
the authority to regulate it. When his retirement from the FDA was 
announced, one observer told the New York Times, “He is the single 
most important FDA commissioner, a public health giant, and by 
moving the FDA into tobacco, he may be responsible for saving more 
lives than any other official in the last quarter century.”
While he was at the Law School, Kessler won the Casper Platt 
Award for the best paper written by a student that year, a Law 
Review comment examining the FDA’s statutory authority to regulate 
carcinogens. He said that his work on that comment and his overall 
education at the Law School were fundamental to his accomplishments 
at the FDA: “We had superb lawyers at the FDA, but the other side 
knowing that I understood the weaknesses in their arguments and knew 
the strengths of ours had a big effect on the discussions. I don’t think we 
could have taken on tobacco without that background.” 
Just before his appointment to the FDA, he served for six years 
as the medical director of the teaching hospital of the Albert Einstein 
College of Medicine in New York. During five of those years, he also 
taught food and drug law at Columbia’s law school. Before that, 
while he was doing his medical residency at Johns Hopkins, he 
was an adviser to a US Senate committee regarding the safety of 
food additives and the regulation of tobacco products, and a special 
assistant to the president of Montefiore Medical Center in New York.
After the FDA, he served as dean of the Yale School of Medicine 
and then as dean of the University of California, San Francisco Medical 
School, where he still teaches. He has served as board chair of the 
Center for Science in the Public Interest and as an adviser at the global 
investment firm TPG, and he is a frequent media contributor. He is the 
author of books that include The End of Overeating ; Capture: Unraveling 
the Mystery of Mental Suffering ; and Fast Carbs, Slow Carbs. 
“My time at the Law School was wonderful,” he recalled. “My 
wife [Paulette Steinberg Kessler, ’77] and I were there together, we 
met great people who are still close friends, and there’s no more 
thrilling place to study the law than UChicago. Hardly a day has 
gone by that I haven’t used something I learned there—and hardly 
a day goes by that I don’t feel gratitude for Professor David Currie, 
who shepherded me through writing my Law Review comment with 
a combination of caring and sky-high expectations that brought out 
the best that I had in me. I cherish those years, and my life would not 
have been the same without them.”  
Leadership at the Intersection of Law and Medicine
David Kessler, ’78
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Illana Raia, Dawn Livingston, and 
the Hon. Doug Cole. Finally, she reports 
that her older daughter is graduating 
from NYU’s Tisch School with a dual 
degree in film and business and that 
her younger one is a freshman at Pitzer 
College in Claremont, California.
Alex (Mochary) Kasser tells me she 
was just reelected state senator in 
Connecticut. Congratulations to Alex! 
Alex reports that in 2018, she flipped 
an “impossible” seat that had been 
held by Republicans since 1933. Alex 
tells me that the Republican Party 
made every attempt to unseat her this 
year, but she retained the seat with 
a wider margin. Alex considers it an 
incredible honor to represent 100,000 
people and work to improve their lives.
Michael Dodig is still operating his 
own firm in his hometown just outside 
Kansas City. In addition, for the past 
year, he has also been of counsel to 
Gordon & Rees, which has given him 
the best of both worlds—the autonomy 
of a small firm with some interesting 
litigation work from a national firm. He 
also reports that he does a good amount 
of “local counsel” work from firms across 
the country who don’t have litigators in 
Missouri or Kansas. Michael’s son is 
married and teaches Latin at a charter 
school in Las Vegas. His daughter 
recently moved to Los Angeles looking 
for a place to put her animation degree 
to work. Finally, Michael reports that like 
in most years, his Chiefs keep clobbering 
Jerry Masoudi’s Broncos, although 
the Denver quarterback comes from 
Since 2017, Verónica Gómez, ’94, has been senior vice president of 
regulatory and energy policy and general counsel at Commonwealth 
Edison, the company that delivers electricity to more than four million 
residential and business customers throughout northern Illinois. In 
addition to serving as the company’s top legal official, she oversees 
some of its most fundamental 
business functions, including 
regulatory policy and strategy, rate 
setting, and power procurement. 
“About 80 percent of my 
responsibilities now are business-
related, rather than a more narrowly 
legal role,” she said. “If you had asked 
me when I left the Law School whether 
this would have been the kind of work 
I’d be doing, I would have said there 
was no way—and at the same time I can say in retrospect that my time 
at the Law School was excellent preparation for doing it.”
Before taking on her current role, Gómez worked for more than 
nine years at ComEd’s parent company, Exelon, concluding her 
tenure with more than four years as the company’s deputy general 
counsel for litigation. She was a partner at Neal Gerber & Eisenberg 
for about a year before Exelon hired her, and before that she was at 
the boutique litigation firm Schopf and Weiss for 12 years, beginning 
right after her graduation.
“Schopf and Weiss was a great place to start my career,” she 
recalled. “There were twelve lawyers when I joined—several of 
them UChicago grads—and the vision of the founders was that a 
small firm, effectively managed, could efficiently and successfully 
handle complex business litigation. I got to do really compelling work 
very early. I also started learning something about what it means to 
run a business, because the firm practiced complete transparency 
about every aspect of its finances, and we were all expected to 
understand that information and have something to say about it.”
Beyond the ample demands of her career, Gómez and her husband—
Jeff Bushofsky, ’94, who she met at the Law School—have three 
children, and she also makes time for civic service. She is the current 
board president of the Chicago Bar Foundation, and she is a trustee of 
Lurie Children’s Hospital and the Chicago Zoological Foundation.  
She grew up not far from Chicago, the daughter of Cuban 
immigrants. Her father had left school when he was 12 years old 
to help support his family. “One of the hardest adjustments for me 
at the Law School was not really on the academic side—although 
there were times when that was surely challenging—but interacting 
with people who came from generations of professional work,” she 
said. “However, we had a wonderfully close-knit class that dissolved 
virtually all of the boundaries that might have come between us. 
I might not have been sure what to wear when a law firm partner 
invited a group of us for dinner on his yacht, but I felt like I was in 
the right place surrounded by the right people, and I knew I was 
developing the right skills to become an effective lawyer.”
Now, leading an organizational unit that has more than 100 
attorneys and other experts in the disciplines that report to her, the 
foundational skills that propelled her legal career have translated 
into the business skills that she applies at the top ranks of a 
large and complex enterprise: “Seeing what’s at the heart of an 
issue, weighing the consequences of possible courses of action, 
authentically listening to others’ perspectives and clearly presenting 
your own views—those are things I did every day as a lawyer, and 
they’re things I now do every day in my business roles,” she said. 
“For that matter, they’re things I try to do every day as a parent, and 
in my board positions and many other settings. They’re universal 
principles for being effective at whatever you do, and I’m grateful to 
the Law School for making sure that we learned them well.” 
Devoting Energy to Law, Business, and Service
Verónica Gómez, ’94
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public benefit corporation focused on 
increasing fair and equitable access to 
the US and global financial systems. 
The Vault is still in “pre-seed” phase but 
looking to fund and launch an alpha 
version in 2021. As Chris notes, it is a 
good thing that commuting time was 
reduced to zero because he needs it!  
Darlyn Rodriguez Hayes checked 
in and confirmed she was appointed 
to the Hispanic National Bar 
Association’s Special Committee on 
Cuba. Also, in September of 2020, 
Darlyn was a panelist at the HNBA 
national convention for a CLE on 
“Ethical Considerations for Technology 
Solutions’’ with another Chicago grad, 
María Amelia Calaf, ’03, a partner at 
Whittliff Cuttler PLLC. The panel was 
put together by Jason Goitia, ’03.
Lauren Aronson made partner in the 
advertising and media group at Crowell 
& Moring, LLP. It will be official on 
January 1. Lauren is still in Washington, 
DC. Her “2L baby” Olivia will be 16 years 
In January, Natalia Cornelio, ’06, was sworn in as a criminal court 
judge in Harris County, Texas, where she presides over felony-level 
proceedings. Harris County includes Houston, and has a population 
that is more than 45 percent Latinx. Before Cornelio was elected 
to the bench, there were no Latina judges at any of the county’s 38 
felony and misdemeanor courts.
“I’m committed to equal justice for all communities, including 
those who have suffered discrimination for centuries,” she said. 
She campaigned on a platform of 
promoting community-centered 
justice, reducing disparities in 
the justice system, implementing 
pretrial justice, reducing reliance 
on incarceration, and improving 
court processes. 
Cornelio grew up in Chicago, 
where her commitment to justice 
was inspired in part by parents 
who were active in the fight for 
immigrants’ rights. Her father worked as a paralegal at a legal aid 
organization, becoming so skilled that even though he had no college 
degree, a judge allowed him to represent clients in court. 
At the Law School, the Criminal and Juvenile Justice Clinic 
had a formidable effect on her. “I saw firsthand the inequities 
that permeate the justice system, and I got to do something about 
them,” she recalled. “I also gained a fantastic mentor in Randolph 
Stone. I haven’t taken a step in my career—or many parts of my 
life—without consulting him.” She has returned to the Law School 
regularly to teach in the two-week Intensive Trial Practice Workshop 
that Stone co-led for many years. 
Not long after graduation, she took a position as a staff attorney 
at the US Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. “The work was great, 
the learning was fast, the people were fantastic, and the Bay Area 
was a very fine place to live,” she said, adding that she was also able 
to sustain a passion of hers by becoming a member of a local roller 
derby team, the Bay Area Derby Girls, or BAD Girls for short.
About four years later, the call to work as a federal public 
defender became irresistible to her, and she found an opening in 
Houston. As it happened, one of the BAD Girls had just moved there, 
recommended it as a good place to live, and provided Cornelio with 
a place to stay as she settled in. Her job was deeply satisfying but 
continually distressing: “Terrible, systemic injustice is right in your 
face every day,” she said. She took up Aztec dancing. “This cultural 
and spiritual practice rooted in ancient Mexico allowed me to study 
and connect to my roots and the land that my ancestors came from, 
and it helped me retain some equilibrium in the face of what I was 
dealing with,” she said.
In 2017, she was chosen to lead the criminal justice reform 
project at the Texas Civil Rights Project. “I was growing into another 
important part of who I wanted to become—not only a skilled 
advocate, but an authentic, grounded leader for justice,” she said. 
She and a team of attorneys litigated cases involving, among other 
things, parents forcibly separated from their children at the border, 
medically vulnerable prisoners held in inhumane conditions in the 
Texas prison system, and a mother who was jailed while pregnant 
for being unable to pay traffic tickets. 
From 2019 until after her election victory, she was the director 
of legal affairs for a Harris County commissioner, where she helped 
negotiate and draft a landmark settlement that reformed county bail 
practices that had led to the incarceration each year of thousands of 
misdemeanor arrestees who were unable to pay a cash bond. 
“When you work in the criminal justice system, you can often 
see people in power who just don’t have the background that allows 
them to empathize with the situations of poor people, immigrants, 
and other groups that have historically experienced discrimination,” 
she said. “I want every aspect of my court to respect and honor every 
person who comes into contact with it. My husband is a muralist 
who came to the US from Mexico when he was 14 years old, and 
he created a campaign mural for me with a title from Cornel West: 
‘Justice Is What Love Looks Like in Public.’ That feels right to me as 
an expression of what I would be proud to accomplish.”
Judge Adopts Motto ‘Justice Is What Love Looks Like in Public’
Natalia Cornelio, ’06
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Oren Lund and his wife Dorothy 
welcome their second son, Fisher 
Graham, on October 27, 2020. 
Jack Snyder is pleased to report that 
he and his family are safe and healthy 
in suburban Winnetka, Illinois, where 
the schools are still open for at least 
part of the day. Jack’s practice at Barack 
Ferrazzano Kirschbaum & Nagelberg 
continues apace, with more argument 
by Zoom and more focus on doctrines 
like commercial frustration than in years 
past, as it happens. Speaking of legal 
arguments in the COVID-19 era, those 
following Jack’s LinkedIn page will 
have already seen his recent summary 
judgment win in a commercial-landlord 
tenant case in Minnesota. But the best 
highlights of the year for Jack include his 
son (U of C Law Class of 2037?) retiring 
the side 1-2-3 in his first inning pitched 
in Little League baseball, his daughter’s 
(U of C Law Class of 2040?) star turn 
in Backyard Moana, and teaching the 
kids how to beat the original Legend 
of Zelda (beware Aquamentus!). 
William Godwin, ’10, has made his home in Gary, Indiana, since his 
second year at the Law School. He now has a thriving real estate 
brokerage based there, serving residential and commercial clients in 
Chicago, northwest Indiana, and southwest Michigan. Last year he 
began a four-year term as a member of Gary’s legislative body, its 
Common Council. This year he was elected as the Council’s president.  
“I first visited Gary because a Law School classmate invited 
friends there to campaign for Obama back in 2008, and then in the 
hallways between classes the 
following week everyone was 
raving about how beautiful the 
area was,” Godwin recalled. “I 
went out to see it for myself, 
and loved it so much that I 
moved there that summer. 
Gary has all the ingredients 
of a great place to live, with a 
diverse population, energized 
entrepreneurs, a pivotal 
geographic location, affordable 
property, and a spectacular Lake 
Michigan beachfront. I’m hoping my energy and experience will be 
helpful for leading the city forward.”
His energy seems boundless. In the year after he graduated from 
the Law School, for example, while working full time at a prestigious 
Chicago law firm, he also participated in a yearlong program for 
emerging leaders; started studies at a seminary where he would later 
earn a master’s degree; wrote and published a book, Blue America’s 
God: Reflections on Faith and the Future of Progressive Politics; and 
sold some homes with the Illinois realtor’s license that he had earned 
during the summer after his second year at the Law School. “I’m just 
not a person who can do only one thing at a time,” he observed. 
Having quickly recognized that a law firm job was not for him, he 
began 2012 as an associate vice chancellor at the City Colleges of 
Chicago, responsible for workforce and economic development. “That 
was like three jobs in one,” he said. “There was a political side, 
since we were under Mayor Emmanuel and he was very interested in 
seeing results from what we were doing. There was the educational 
component, and then in my position there was ongoing interaction 
with businesses, trying to be sure that our graduates would meet 
their needs and expectations immediately and in the future. It was 
a great practical learning experience for me about working with 
multiple stakeholders to get things done.”
From 2015 to 2019, he took on new challenges supporting 
education-focused organizations—while he also expanded his real 
estate practice, assisted some legal clients, served for two years 
as board chairman of the South Shore Chamber of Commerce and 
for two years as a commissioner of the Gary Port Authority, and 
earned that master’s degree in religious studies, with a thesis 
examining the intersections of religion, law, and politics. He helped 
a new private school get started, worked in Springfield toward 
the successful passage of legislation providing tax credits for 
donations to scholarship programs, and served as the external affairs 
officer of Communities in Schools of Chicago, which partners with 
Chicago public schools to provide programs that enrich students’ 
lives and help keep them in school. He led the development and 
implementation of a multiyear stakeholder engagement plan to gain 
more recognition of Communities in Schools among high-profile 
“influencers” in civic, education, and governmental sectors. 
“It’s very motivating to me to identify common interests among 
diverse groups and work together with them toward an important 
goal,” he said. “Gary’s potential is great if we can just pull together 
from our diverse perspectives and skills, and I’m excited to be part of 
a team of doers, innovators, and passionate neighbors to help that 
happen. The Law School offered great grounding in the fundamental 
skills needed for this kind of collaboration. Starting with Elements 
and right on through to the end, we learned how to examine 
legal and public policy issues—any issue, really—from multiple 
perspectives, and of course the overall culture of the Law School 
encouraged us to emphatically express our own views and ask tough 
questions while respecting where others were coming from. My Law 
School experience is continually valuable for me, in my public role, in 
my business, and as I relate to events in the broader world.” 
William Godwin, ’10
Investing in the Future of Gary’s Community
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Pro bono hours completed 
by the Class of 2021  
(a record)
80+
 Different organizations 
the Class of 2021 served
97
Members of  
the Class of 2021 who 
logged pro bono hours
73
Members of the Class 
of 2021 who completed their 
50-hour pledge
26 Members of 
the Class of  2021 who 
received Pro Bono 
Honors (250+ hours)
768
    Hours completed by Evelyn 
Ayay, the student with the most 
hours in the Class of 2021 (all 
of them at Equip for Equality 
in Chicago)
1,189Highest 
number of hours ever completed by a 
student (Isabella Nascimento, ’18)
83,005.5
Hours completed by 
students since 2010
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